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by the magnitude of the interests connected 
+h it, anc i there by lay the groundwork for the 


WwW 

overflow of all the I: andmarks of the Constitution 
‘» regard to other great and important Bubje cts. 
Upon these grounds he came to the conclusion 


that it was a safe policy to admit the power in 
i -d to such obvious and expedient objects of 
ert nal improvement, rather than to suffer the 
temptation to be presented to the country of a 
too wide and latitudinarian doctrine in regard to 
the construction of the Constitution on other 
rreat points and principles. 
: These are the grounds on which I have always 
sidered that Mr. C: co yielded his consent 
ropri jations for these measures, as greatand 


to ap} 

pr four ail views of a sti sa sman of this countr Vs 
desiring to preserve the Constitution and the 
Union of these States. I have alwi ays given him 


credit for these motives, and I desired to state on 
this occasion the grounds on which | considered 
him justified (although it seemed to be a depart- 
ure from the stricter principles of the party to 
which he belonged, and of which, in fact, he was 
.d,) in Ifis course on this subject. He was 
man and profound statesman in every 
t. I wished to say on th asion, as | 
iid to my friends for fifteen years before 
death, that | had no distrust of Mr. Calhoun. 
if | could have seen him President of the Unit@d 
Siates, Lshould have considered that I saw a man 
» who would have been one of the greatest 
' ervators of the Constitution and the Union 
ever we saw in the executive chair. 
MALLORY. I move that the Senate pro- 
conside r ation of executive business. 


is occ 


EWARD. I shall not detain the Senat 
at t ad hour of the day, but | give notice that 
| will endeavor to go on with these bills to-mor- 


11 shall ask the att the Senate 


rrow, 1f an executive si 


ention of 


ssion is now 


red. 
Ir. MASON. I hope the Senate will finish 
n to-day, for I wanted, after consultation, to 
up the resolution in regard to the Sound dues. 
Mr. SEWARD. I shall agree with the 
tor to take up that, but there is time 


sSena- 


enough for 

The further consideration of the bill was post- 

pol d until to-morrow. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate repeom d. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 19, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Daniel Waldo. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

he SPEAKER. The business first in order 

is the reception of reports of a private nature. 

lhe standing committees will be called in order 

for that purpose. 
On motion of Mr. GIDDINGS, the Committee 
of Claims was discharged from the furth 


Prayer 


r con- 
ration of the pe tition of Edward L. Rome 
f Massachusetts, for compensation for services 


nent of the United States in 
at Me aa his navy- 


rendered the Gove rm 
constructing machinery, &e., 
yard; and s aid petition was laid on the table. 

Mr. COMINS, from the Committe eon Com- 
merce, reporte da bill for the relief of Solomon 
Hopkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred toa Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. SNEED. I move that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further conside ration ofa 1 bill to liquidate 
the unadjusted contracts of the Tennessee river 
improve “me nts, in order to put it on its P issace 

The SPEAKER. That can be don only by 


unanimous consent. 


106 


} bount 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 23, 1856. 

Mr. SNEED. lIask the unanimous consent, 
then, that it may be done. [am sure, when gen- 
tlemen understand the case, the y will not make 
objection, It will take but a moment. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Let us proceed with 
the business regularly. 

Mr. PHELPS. I give notice that I shall ob- 
ject to the reception of anything but reports of a 
priv ate nature. 

Mr. SNEED. If it be in order, I move that 
the rules be suspended, to enable me to make the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. 


It is not in order on this 


day. 
Mr. SNEED. Itisa private bill. 
The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 


rules is only in order on Mondays. 

Mr. THORINGTON, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported bac k, with a recommend- 
ation that it do pass, a bill (S. No. 26) granting 
bounty land to oat L. Elhott; which was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report, ordered to be print d. 

Mr. T. from the same committee, reported 
back, with an amendmentin the nature of a sub- 
stitute, a bill (H. R. No. 158) granting to the in- 
habitants of the town of St. Genevieve, in the 
State of Missouri, for the support of schools, 
certain vacant tracts and lots of land; which was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Francis Wlodecki; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
Committee of the Whole House, and, together 
with the rey ! printed, 


also, 


to a 


port, ¢ rdered to be 
BRENTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported back, with arccommendation 
that it do not pass, a bill (H. R. No. 232) 
rranting bounty land to Jonathan Lambert, of 
Darke county, Ohio; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the following petitions; which 
were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed: 

The petition of Timothy Eaton, praying that 
the assignment of a land warrant made by George 
Watson to him may be made legal. 

The petition of citizens of Cape May county, 
New Jersey, who served as volunteers in the 
war of 1812, praying an earn of the 
y land act of March 3, 1855. 

The petition of certain citize us of New Jersey, 
praying that the provisions of the bounty land 
act of March 3, 1855, may be extended to them. 

The petition of the citizens of Penobscot, 
Maine » praying for an amendment to the act of 
March 3, 1855, granting bounty land. 

The petition of citizens of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for anamendment of the bounty 
land law. 


Mr. 











The petition of Thomas W. Howard and others, 


he irs of Alexander Talbot, praying that the late 

ct of Congress granting bounty land may be so 
amended as to allow them to receive a warrant for 
such bounty land as their ancestors would be 
entitled to, if alive. 

The petition of Hon. Benjamin Ruggles 
William Kennon, Sr., and ten other cit 

jelmont county, Ohio, for the amendment of the 
bounty land law of 1855, so as to grant one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to the children of 


, Lion. 


izens of 


soldiers of the United States killed in the war of 


1812. 

Fr he petition of Rebecea Chandler and others, 
for amendment of bounty land act. 

The petition of Margaret M. Davidson, asking 
for kounty land as the only minor heir of Adam 
Pickard. 

The petition of Billings Spellman, of Cold 
Spring, New York, praying an amendment of 
the bounty land law. 

The petition of Eunice Fairbanks, of Massa- 
chusetts, for bounty land. 

The petition of Ann Billings, praying bounty | 
land for the services of her father, Jacob Clark, 
in the revolutionary war. 


l 


| back House bill (No. 403) for the reli 
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The peti 
soldiers 


tion of Francis C. Treadwell and others, 


of the war of 1812, praying for grants of 
land for services in said war. 

The petition of Lucretia Rr n, of Massachu- 
setts, praying for a modification of the bounty 
land | aw of 1855. : 

The petition James Kemrard, a soldier of 


the war of 1812, for relief. 
Phe petition of Nathaniel Perkins, for amend- 
ment of bi | 


yunty land lay »as to admit of oral 
testimony in prooi ot serv 2. 


‘The petition of aria Kvei of Jere- 
miah Everit, deceased, praying foran amendment 
of the bounty land act « af March 3, 1855. 


t, widow 


The p Lition of Lucy Brigham, of Massachu- 
setts, pray ing that a pension be grante d her upon 
proots now on file in the Pension Office. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York, from the 


Committee on Public Lands, rey 
the relief of Mark and Richard H. Bean; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
re port, ordered to be printe d. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, fi 


on Public Lands, 1 


orted a bill for 


om the Committee 
ed back, with a recom- 
mendation that it do } s,a bill (S. 32) for the 
relief of Rebecca Freen an; which was referred to 
a Committee W hole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordere -d to be printed, 
Mr.CObB B, of Alabama. Ll would inquire of the 
Chair whether it is in order to reportabill which I 
hold in my hand, and which has been ord: 
be reported by the unanimous consent of the Com 


of the 


‘red to 


mittee on Public Lands, the object of which is to 
appreciate the price of land warrants? 

Mr. RITCHIE. 1 object, as it is nota private 
bill. p 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the-Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Nancy D. Holker; which was read a first and 
second time, referredto a Committee of the Whole 


House, and, 
dered to bi | 
Mr. C. al 


with the ac 
inted. 


o, from the same 


companying re} ort, or- 


committee, mrt 


an adverse report on the petitions of Jane W 
Ballard, and the heirs of Ethan Allen; which was 
laid on the ta 9 i l ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, report d a bill for the relief of 


the heirs of Alexander Stevenson; which was 


id a fit t and second time, ref rred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole THouse, and, with the ac- 
sat anying a ordered to be printed. 

TR AF TON | Wish to Submit a report 
‘nt the Committee for the Distriet of Columbia, 
in the case of the claim of Jonas W, Nye, and 
ask that the 1 port may be made a spe cial order 
for next Friday. 

a aes baraeae I object 

Mr. TRAFTON, from the Committee for the 


District of ‘Columbia, then re port d the following 
joint resolutions; which read a first and 
second time, made the order of the day fort 
morrow, and the resolutions and reports ordered 
to be print d: 

Joint resolution for th 
assignee of Peter Barg 
and 

Joint resolution in favor of J. W. Nye 
HORTON, of New York, from the Com- 
on Private Land Claims, reported the fol- 
lowing bills; which were severally read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill to confirm the title of Ethan Ray Clark 
and Samuel Ward Clark to certain land claimed 
undera grant from the Spanish Government; and 

A bill for the relief of Roswell Minard, father 
of Theodore Minard, deceased. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, reported 


were 


relief of J. W. Nye, 
y, jr., and Hugh Stewart; 


Mr. 
mittee 


| adversely on the memorial of the Boston and 
Lake Supe rior Min Land Ce mpany which 
was ordered to be laid on the tab! pond pri nted, 

Mr. HORTON, of Ohio. I am directed by 
the Committee on Private Land Claims to report 


ef of the in- 


habitants of St. Louis county, Missouri. 


LD ne 


« 


t 
; 
t 
: 
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Mr. McCARTY. I object. That is not a| 
private bill. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be received, un- | 
less bv general consent. | 

Mr, HORTON. In the case of Thomas L. | 
Desharoon, on which the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims has heretofore made an adverse re- | 
port, further evidence has been presented to the 
committee; and 1 move that the ore be re- | 
referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Mil- || 
itary Affairs, reported the following bills; which | 
were read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to | 
be printed: 

A bill for the relief of John C. McConnell; 

A bill to reimburse the estate of Joseph Mc- 
Clure, a postmaster in the war of 1812; and 

A bill authorizing the payment of the Govern- || 
ment’s share of the expenses attending the im- || 
wrovement of C street, along the site of Fort || 
Demme, in Buffalo, New York. 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, | 
reported back the following bills; which were 
severally referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed: | 

An act (S. No. 224) for the relief of A. S. | 
Bender; and 

An act (S. No. 262) for the relief of James || 
Davidson, of Kentucky. 

Mr. Q. also, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of John A. Sims, adminis- 
trator of L. Sims and Brother; which was read | 
a first and second time, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Q. also, from the same committee, asked | 
leave to report a bill authorizing the purchase of || 
lands adjoining the Washington arsenal grounds, 
and providing for the drainage of swamp lands | 
adjacent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
private bill. 

The SPEAKER. I[t cannot be received, unless 
by general consent. 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, 
also asked leave to report a bill to provide for the || 
settlement and 
in suppressing 
of Nebraska. 

Mr. HOUSTON made the same objection, and 
the bill was not received. | 

Mr. SAPP, from the same committee, reported || 
hack an act (S. No. 229) for the relief of F. A. | 
Cunningham, paymaster in the United States || 
Army; which was referred to a Committee of || 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. 8S. also, from the same committee, report- || 
ed the following bills; which were severally read |) 
a first and second time, referred to a Committee || 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed: || 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Morrison, of |) 
Illinois; 

A bill for the relief of Anne E. Bronaugh, |, 
widow of the late John W. Bronaugh; and 

A bill for the relief of Antoine Robadeau. | 

Mr. BUFFINTON, from the same commit- || 
tee, reported back an act (S. No. 161) for the || 
relief of Joshua Shaw, of Bordentown, New Jer- 
sey; which was referred to a Committee of the 

hole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of William Kendall; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a | 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BENSON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported adversely on the ,petitions of 
Isaiah Cobb, of Cape Elizabeth, Maine, and of 
Moses Davis, of Portland, Maine; which were 
ordered to be laid on the table and printed, and 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, from the Committee on || 
Foreign Affairs, reported back Senate bills of the 
following titles; which were referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed: 

An act (No. 143) for the relief of George P. | 
Marsh; and 

“An act (No. 260) for the relief of J. Randolph 


Clay. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, from the Committee on 


I object. That is not a \\ 


ndian hostilities in the ‘Territory 


| 
| 


> 





THE 


a. of the expenses incurred || 


| per month. 
pension be increased to sixteen dollars per month, | 


| accordingly read the third time, 


the Territories, reported a bill for the relief of 


Richard H. Weightman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the | 


Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROOM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill providing an 
increase of pension to Daniel Waldo, of Onon- 


daga county, New York; which was read a first || 


and second time. 


Mr. AIKEN asked the unanimous consent of | 


the House to consider the bill at this time. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, objected. 

The bill was then referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROOM, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the faqjlowing Senate bills; which 
were referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 


|, and ordered to be printed: 


An act (No. 120) granting a pension to Ben- 


|| jamin Berry, a soldier of the Revolution; 
An act (No. 220) for the relief of Hannah F. | 


Niles; and 
An act (No. 285) granting a revolutionary pen- 


| sion to Sarah Blunt. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the same |} 
| committee, reported back the bill of the Senate | 


(No. 181) for the relief of Rebecca Halsey, widow 


of Zephaniah Halsey, a soldier of the Revolution; || 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole | 


H 


ouse, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. M., also, from the same committee, re- 


| ported bills of the following titles; which were 
| severally read a first and second time, referred to | 


a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed: 


A bill for the relief of Maria Burgher, widow || 


of Jeremiah Burgher, deceased, a revolutionary 
soldier; 


A bill for the relief of Lettie Griggs, widow of | 


DD”) 


|| Simeon Griggs, a revolutionary soldier; and 


A bill for the relief of the surviving children of 


| John Gilbert, a revolutionary soldier. 


Mr. OLIVER, of New York, asked the consent 


of the House to take from the Speaker’s table || 
|| Senate bills for the relief of Mary A. M. Jones | 
\; and Eliza B. McNeill, and put the same upon | 
| their passage. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 
Mr. OLIVER, from the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions, then reported a bill for the relief of 


Louis Hembert; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 
Mr. O. said: [ hope the House will give me 


their attention for one moment. This Louis Hem- | 


burt was in the war with Mexico, and at the bat- 
tle of the National Bridge had both his legs shot 
off. He now receives a pension of eight dollars 
The committee recommend that his 


1 hope the House will consent to pass this bill at 
this time. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. If the House will 
allow me for a moment, I think I can make it 


| plain that this bill should be passed. 


Several Members. Let it go. Nobody ob- 
jects. 


word, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
and passed. 


Mr. OLIVER, from the same committee, re- 


| 
orted back House bill (No. 288) for the relief of 


bees Washburn; which was referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. O. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills; which were read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Richard Phillips; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Kirby Smith; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Hildreth; 

A bill for the relief of James M. French, of the 
State of New York; 

A bill granting a pension to Thomas Alcock, 
of Rochester, New York; 

A bill for the relief of Nehemiah Ward; 

A bill for the relief of Anthony W. Bayard; 

A bill for the relief of William Craige; 

A bill for the relief of George W. Whitten; 

A bill for the relief of James A. Glanding; 

A bill for the relief of Edward Rumsey; 

A bill for the relief of George Cassidy; 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. COBB. Very well; then I will not say a | 


1 ark bill for the relief of Cornelins H. Lathan, 
|| A bill for the relief of Robert H. Stevens, 
‘| Mr. O. also, from the same committee, reported 
,| back Senate bills of the following titles; which 
| were severally referred to a Committee of the 
‘|| Whole House, and ordered to be printed; 
| Anactfor the relief of the heirs-at-law of Sarah 
|| Crandell, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Nancy Bowen and Sarah 
| Larrabee; 
|| An act granting a pension to Nancy M. Gyp. 
|| sally, formerly widow of Lyman M. tichmond, 


c 

|| deceased; an 
} An act granting mit \ ll half pay to Mrs 
|| Ann Turner, widow of Ebbert Turner, deceased, 
|| On motion of Mr. OLIVER, the same commi. 
|| tee was discharged from the further consideratiog 
|| of the following petitions; which were laid on the 
|| table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 
| be printed: 
| The petition and papers of John Russell, of 
|| New York, asking pension for military services 
i}in the war of 1812. 
| The petition of Emanuel P. Steadman, pray- 

ing for compensation for services rendered in tie 
war of 1812; 

The petition of David Watson, for invalid 

|| pension, for services in the war with Mexico; 
|| The petition of Cyrus Weston, an invalid of 
| 
| 





|| the war of 1812, for a pension; 

Petition of William Poole, asking arrearage of 
pension; _ 
|| ‘The petition of Reuben Appeson, an invalid 
| Sgidier, praying a pension; 
| ~The petition of Elizabeth Frye, praying a pen. 
| slon; 

The petition of Ruth B. Philips, for a pension; 

The petition of John Berley, for a pension; 

The petition of Benjamin Allen, praying for 
increase of pension; 

The petition of Lenman Gibbs, praying that he 
| be paid arrearages of pension; 

The petition of William Lumhill, praying a 
pension; 
| The petition of James Redenn, praying that he 
be paid a~rearages of pension; and 
| The petitions of Thomas P Dudley; Luther 
|| Cole, Henry Leake, and Benjamin Cressy, for 
|| pensions, and arrearages of pensions. 
|| Mr. SAVAGE, from the Committee on Inva- 
| lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Henry 
| Steuart; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
|| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
| be printed, 
| Mr. 8S. also, from the same committee, reported 
| back a bill of the Senate for the relief of Daniel 
Dolan; which was referred to a Committee of the 
|| Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
|| were read a first and second time, referred to a 
| Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Langley; and 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Cilley. 

Mr. P. also, from the same committee, reported 
back a bill of the House directing the payment 
of arrearages of pension due Simeon Smith, de- 
ceased, late a pensioner of the United States, to 
his heirs-at-law; which was referred to a Con- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

r. DICKSON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
| were read a first and second time, referred toa 
| Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 











| accompanying report, ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Roxana Kimball; 

| A bill for the relief of Mrs. Rachel McMillan 
an 

| A bill for the relief of William Kingsbury. 

|| Mr. WELSH, from the same committee, re- 
|| ported back a Senate bill for the relief of Lemuel 


| ‘Worster; which was referred to a Committee of 
| the Whole House, and ordered to be pritited. 
| Mr. EUSTIS, from the Committee on Con- 


|| merce, reported a bill to indemnify Henry Leef 


, and John McKee for the illegal seizure of a certain 
| bark; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
| printed, 








on; 


ler 
for 


va- 
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” Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Pat- | 
ents, reported back Senate bills of the following 
titles; which were severally referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
aoe ee for the relief of Edward A. Stevens; and 

‘An act for the relief of Joseph Nock. 

On motion of Mr. THURS PON ‘ the Commit- 
tee on Accounts was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Charlies Gordon, 
of the city of Washington, asking payment for 
gervices rendered as a draughtsman, under the 
resolution of the 4th of May, 1848; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRENTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported back Senate bill to grant the 
right of preémption in certain lands to the Indi- 
ana Yearly Meeting of the Society of Friends; 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MEACHAM, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, made an adverse report 
upon the several petitions of Isaac Scages and 
others, and the Washington and Alexandria Rail- 
road Company; which were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
George D. Dousman, one of the securities of Wil- 
liam H. Bruce, late sub-agent in Green Bay, in 
the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the | 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee of Elections, reported a bill for the relief 
of Abelaid Guthrie; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dickus, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of that 
body of the following titles: 

An act to repeal so much of the act of March 
3, 1855, as provides for the erection of an armory 
in the city of Washington; and 

An act to carry into effect an act entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the accommodation of the courts | 
ot the United States for the district of Maryland, 
and for a post office at Baltimore city, Maryland,”’ 
approved the 17th of February, 1855; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. As the committees | 
have been called through, I move that the House 
proceed to the consideration of private bills upon 
the Speaker’s table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following Senate bills and joint resolutions | 
were then taken from the Speaker’s table, sev- 
erally read a first and second time, and referred 
as indicated below: 

An act for the relief of Horatio J. Perry. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Richard W. Meade. | 
Referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

An act for the relief of John P. Baldwin, one 
of the owners of the Spanish brig Gil Blas. 
Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act granting’ pension to Mary A. M. Jones. 

_Mr. OLIVER, of New York. 1 ask that the 
bill may now be put upon its passage. 

Mr. MORGAN, I object. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A resolution to authorize the Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of the Interior to settle the 
claim of William Carey Jones for certain services. 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A resolution for the benefit of Susan Deeatur, 
widow of Commodore Stephen Decatur, late of 
the United States Navy. R 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Charles E. Anderson. 
Referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Adam D. Steuart, exec- 
utor of Daniel Randall. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. , 

An act for the relief of Asbury Dickins. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 





‘| Columbia. 


|| The SPEAKER. 


eferred to the Com- | 





—$— 





ferred to the Committee of Claims. 
An act for the relief of Brevet Major General 


i John B. Walback, of the United States Army. 


Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
An act for the relief of John Robb. Referred 
| to the Committee of Claims. 
| An act for the relief of William H. Chase. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 
An act for the relief of Major General Arthur 
St. Clair. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 


} 
' 
| 
i 


| 
| 
| 


An act for the relief of Martin Fenwick. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
| An act for the relief of Peter Parker. Referred 


} to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
| An act for the relief of Nathan M. Lounsbury. 
Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act for the relief of J. M. Powell. Referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 
An act for the relief of Eliza B. McNeill. Re- 


j 


|| ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


FURTHER REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. SAVAGE. Laskleave to report, from the 
| Committee on the Judiciary, an act granting pen- 
sions to the officers and soldiers of the war with 
|.Great Britain in 1812, and those engaged in the 
| Indian wars during that time. 
Mr. PHELPS. 
| bill. 

Mr.SAVAGE, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the several petitions of William 

3aird, Lawson Jones, and F. B. F. Martin; 

which were laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
| printed. 
Mr. GOODE. 
| consent of the House to set apart a day for the 
| transaction of the business of the District of 
It has had no time apportioned to it 
during this session, and yet it is business import- 
ant for the whole community. [ask that Wed- 
nesday next, and a day or two thereafter, be set 
apart for that business. 

Mr. McCARTY objected. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of Senate bill No. 117, 
which is a bill to provide facilities for the trans- 
action of business in the Court of Claims, so as 
to enable that court to do the business of private 
claimants. I regard this as the most important bill 
to which we can turn our attention. I ask that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union may be discharged from it, that we may 
| now take it up in the House. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 1 cannot yield for 
| that purpose. There are many other bills in 
| which claimants are as much interested as in this. 


I object, as it is not a private 


| an objection? 
The gentleman from Ala- 
| bama objects. : 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. Then [I move to go into 
| Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar. 
| tomake. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
to the business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Com- 





‘| precedence of that motion. 

|| Mr. GIDDINGS. Will not the gentleman 
\| from Alabama withdraw his objection to my re- 
quest that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill for the Court of Claims? 
I appeal to him as a friend to the claimants to 
withdraw his objection, as the bill is of a charac- 
ter to do good. 

'| Mr. COBB. I withdraw my objection if no- 
bedy else objects to it. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 
Mr. STEPHENS. 


| 





I renew the objection. 
I simply wish the House 


An act for the relief of Michael Nourse. Re- | 


° e } 
I hope to obtain the unanimous 


Mr. COBB. Thatis the motion I was about | 


[ move that we proceed | 


mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar has | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Do I understand there is || 


es 





Mr. WASHBURNE, of IMinois. I hope that 
suggestion will be acted on by the consent of the 
House. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If I understand 
it, objection day is only on the first and fourth 
Fridays of the month, and then in Committee of 
the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER, This is not objection day. 

tis a day for the consideration of private bills, 
and for debate. 

Mr.PHELPS. I merely suggest to the House 
that we would, by unanimous consent, consider 
this as objection day in Committee of the Whole 


House. 

Mr. JONES. 1 object to that. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 should like to know 
what has become of the contested-election cases. 

The SPEAKER. They are not in order to- 
day. 

Mr. McMULLIN. We have two sets of gen- 
tlemen from several States. They have been here 
long enough and at sufficient expense, and f pre- 
fer to take up these contested-election cases and 
dispose of them. 

‘Lhe question was put on the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar; 
and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Brivate Calendar, 
(Mr. Erneringe in the chair.) 


WEST DRINKWATER, AND OTHERS. 


The committee proceeded to the consideration 
of a bill(H. R. No. 205) for the relief of West 
Drinkwater, and others. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to West Drinkwater, 
Kingsbury Duncan, Jonathan Clark, Samuel 
Duncan, and John Duncan, or to such persons as 
may be legally authorized to receive the same, 
as their heirs or legal representatives, the sum of 
$33,213 17, that being the amount paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, and placed to the 
account of fines, penalties, and forfeitures, in 
consequence of a suit, the United States vs. sloop 
Mary and cargo, in the district court of Maine, 
January and April, 1815, the said sloop having 
been captured by the aforesaid persons from the 

sritish, and delivered to the proper authorities 
of the United States in the State of Maine; said 
sum to be paid to the several persons hereinbe- 
fore named, or to their heirs or legal representa- 
tives, in equal parts. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
fromVirginia[Mr. Mrzson} I think had the floor 
upon this bill when the committee was last in 
session. 

Mr. MILLSON. No, sir. I had the floor, and 
spoke upon the bill. The motion, that the bill 
be laid aside to be reported to the House, with a 
recommendation that it do not pass, was made. 
Tellers were appointed upon that motion, and the 
committee rose, because it appeared upon taking 
the question that no quorum voted. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Was there not an amend- 
ment pending ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The amend- 
ments had been all voted down, I move that 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the committee that the report in the 
case be read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
I object. 

Mr.McMULLIN. Isitnecessary to have the 
unanimous consent to have that report read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is, the report having 
been once read before the committee. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Well, sir, the committee 
will remember that this bill was before them some 
two months since. It isa bill, if my recollection 
serves me correctly, in relation to which there 
was evidence satisfactory to my mind that there 
had been connivance and fraud; and, instead of 


It has been once read. 


|| giving these parties aehes out of the Treasury, 
l, 


|| first to dispose of one or two bills which the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole House have reported to the | 


House. 
|| Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make a suggestion 
to the House. This is not objection day, but I 
ee the House will agree that it shall be so con- 
side 


i 
' 


| 





as is proposed by this bill, we ought to pass an 
act requiring one of these parties to disgorge what 
he has already Seaeeeethe and fraudulently re- 
|| ceived from the Treasury. Now, sir, | ask that 
| the report in the case may be read asa part of 
|| my speech. I have no idea of allowing a bill of 
|| this sort to be smuggled through the committee 


red, and that we go into the Private Calerdar. || until we know something about it. 


‘* 
ne 


OPT tig 


Pe 


ee eee ea 
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Mr. KNOWLTON. If the gentleman from 
Vircinia will allow me a single remark, [ will 
sucvest that the gentleman and the committee 
should bear in mind that, instead of there being 
two or three parties involved in this case, there 
is now only one. The amendment associating 
the heirs of Captain Miller with these parties was 
voted down; and now, by no possibility, can his 
heirs get one dollar under this bill. The bill was 
discussed at great length when the committee was 
last in session. We are not disposed to renew the 
discussion unless forced into it by the other side. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Lam notdisposed to allow 
this bill to pass without discussion. I am satis- 
fied that it ought not to pass; butin order to have 
the facts of the case fully before us, 1 ask that 
the report may be read. 

The report of the committee was read. 
digest of it has already appeared in the Globe. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Chairman, the evi- 
dence attached to that report ought in justice to 
be read. I will not insist upon the reading of it 
unless some other gentleman desires to hear it. 
But the committee will observe, from the reading 

of that report, thatthe parties before the Hou 
complain of the injustice done to them by Cap- 
tain Miller and his associates. Sir, it was the 
duty of the crew to have come forwad and had 
their portion of the prize paid to them at the time 
the proceeds of it were distributed. ‘They failed 
to do so. They say they failed because they 
were poor, and were consequently unable to pros- 
ecute the claim in the courts of justice. And now, 
after forty years have gone by, they come for- 
ward with ex parte testimony,and ask the House 
to reimburse to them the money which they say 
was fraudulently taken from them by Captain 
Miller and his associates. I ask the committee 
if they are prepared to vote this money to these 
individuals, when they admit that they were en- 
titled to a portion of the prize money which was 
improperly and fraudulently withheld from them, 
because they failed to prosecute their case in the 
courts of the country? I have not heard the tes- 
timony read upon which the committee predicate 
their report, but I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to the question, whether this bill 
ought to be here or not? Is not this bill of that 
character which should have gone to the Court 
of Claims? I submit to the calm judement of 
this committee, whether or not this Is not one of. 
those cases which, of all others, should have 
been referred to that court? 


A 


Here is a case which is based entirely upon 


ex parte testimony. Is this committee prepared 
to pass this claim when the case, as made out by 
the showing of the party himself, on ex parte 
testimony, shows that a fraud was committed 
upon the crew? Is the House prepared to pass 
this bill when, more particularly, we hold that 
this bill has had an improper direction? This 
Congress ought to have been discharged from its 
consideration, and it ought to have been referred 
to the Court of Claims. Ifthe House of Repre- 
sentatives is to investigate claims of thischaracter, 
I ask, in the name of common justice and of 
common sense, what claims should be referred 
to the Court of Claims? If this is not a fit sub- 
ject for the consideration of the Court of Claims, 
pray tell me where you will find a case which 
ought to go there? Are gentlemen prepared to 
say that any one having aclaim against the Gov- 
ernment may bring it before this House, with a 
view to avoid the expense which would attend 
its prosecution before the Court of Claims? I 
have no doubt that, if you were to investigate all 
the cases which you are called to pass upon here, 
nine tenths of them would be found to be such 
as ought to be referred to the Court of Claims; 
and I submit to the gentleman himself, who re- 
ported this bill, whether or not he is not asking 
this House to take cognizance of a case which 
ought to have gone to that court, where the tes- 
timony on the other side—the testimony on be- 
half of the Government, might be heard, and 
where Captain Miller, who is charged with fraud 
and corruption, might be heard? Are you pre- 
pared to pass a bill, to say the least of it, of so 
doubtful a character? 

[am not disposed to trespass upon the time of 
the committee, but I hope they will examine the 
testimony. I most assuredly shall vote against 
the bill unless the gentleman who reported it shall 
sausfy me—which he failed to do when this 
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| who was one of the parties 


matter was under discussion before—that justice 

demands its passage. But I repeat that the case || 
should be referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Iam almost unwilling to say 
a word to the House in reference to this bill, after 
the discussion which the question involved in it 
underwent when it was last before the committee; 
but, sir, itis necessary and proper for some one 
to say something in reply to the remarks of the 
rentleman from Virginia. He Says he shall be 
compelled to vote against this bill unless he re- 
ceives some satisfaction from the members of the 
committee who reported it, and he seems to have 
difficulty in reference to it upon two grounds: 
first, as to whether it is now rightfully before us; 
and next, as to what may be the facts involved in 
it? He says he thinks this is one of those cases 
that ought to be decided by the Court of Claims. 
Now, sir, do notagree with him in that opinion; 
k that the question presented in this 
properly be decided by that 
That court was organized and vested with 
such claims against the 
founded upon any law of 
tract, @Xpress or im- 
The claim which 


} 
1 
t 


I do not thin 
bill is one that can 
court. 
authority to examine 
United States as are 
Congress, Nn any col 
plic d, with the United States. 
1s here presented has x of either of those 
characters. It is a claim which is not founded 
law—it is a claim which does not pro- 
ceed from any contract or implied obligation. 
lt is simply a claim pr d to Congress, in 
which the political action of the Government is 
asked upon equitable considerations growing out 
of what ought to be regarded as its settled policy. 
It is admitted that there is no legal demand, and 
that there is no claim founded upon an existing 
obligation either express or implied. 

But the question presented: Shall, or 
shall not, the political power of the country be 
exerted in the manner proposed by the commit- 
tee to carry out the established policy of our 
Government in this particular case? Now, sir, 
whether it ought or ought not to be exerted de- 
pends on the facts; and with deference to the 
pinion of the gentleman from Virginia, I can- 
not believe that there is any question of fact 
involved in the consideration of this bill. The 
facts are admitted. ‘There was a capture made, 
in the waters of the United States, of property 
destined for the use of the enemy then in pos- 
session of a portion of our territory; and it is 
admitted that a portion of the persons who made 
that capture, instituted a certain proceeding 
founded upon the provisions of laws then in force, 
under which a forfeiture of the property was 
incurred upon a ground different from that of 
capture. 


Mr. McMULLIN. 


or up 


upon aly 


this 1S 


Will the gentleman allow 


me to ask him a question ? 


Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. McMULLIN. [ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana if there has not been heretofore more 
than one action of this Flouse upon this matter, 
and whether adverse reports have not been made 
upon itr 

There 


Mr. TAYLOR. 


has been one adverse 


| report, but it was based upon the fact that there 


had been a misrepres n by Captain Miller, 
‘ngaged in the trans- 
action, with respect to one point—that he acted 
under a commission issued by a collector of one 
of the ports of the United States, when, in fact, 
no such commission was held by him at the time 
of the capture, and that the commission set up 
by him was antedated. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman will allow 
me to sethimright. The gentleman is mistaken 
in supposing that there has been any adverse 
report in this case. ‘The gentleman refers to the 
report that I made, and that was an adverse re- | 
port upon the case of Noah Miller. This is the | 
first time that this case was ever presented to 
Congress. 
ler sets forth all the facts and circumstances, but 
in point of fact itis no report either in favor or 


Mr. TAYLOR, It is true the report made re- | 
lated to the same subject-matter, but to different 
parties. His report was on the claim of Captain || 
Noah Miller for an amount additional to that al- i 
lotted to him by the district court of Maine in the 
proceeding alluded to, ‘That report would have | 
been well founded on no other ground, so far as i] 
Noah Miller was concerned, than that he had |! 


L | 

adverse to this case. | 
| 

' 


| founded on the ground that it was in opp: 


_ own law. 


| eration of public policy? 
| involved in the present bill. 
| gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mitxson] ree 


| fund. 


| the sanction of the National Legislature, thant 


The report in the case of Noah Mil-'| 





——— —. 
been guilty of misrepresentation in the p, 
ing had in the district court. ; 


Orne 


It was not 


to the principles of international law, or o¢ . 
It could have been well founded 


4eu 


other ground than that the party would , 


AVL I 


| been entitled to any part of the fund in the 7, 


ury of the United States, admitting the fac 


Sa 


| the principles to have been correctly state, 
| those who urged Captain Miller’s claim, }; 


of his previous misconduct. But, aside from, 
he would have been excluded for another pea. 


| He had already received a larger portion of 


oa of the capture than could have beey 
otted to him if the property had been distyij 


asacapture. The simple question, then, js +), 


| are those who were a portion of the crew of 


vessel which made the capture rendered, by 
misconduct of Noah Miller, incapable of reesiy;, 
from the bounty of the Government such porti 
of the proceeds of the property captured from 


| enemy, ina meritorious enterprise, as they y 


otherwise have been entitled to on every eo; 
That is the quest 
And thous, ; 


the original capture as illegal, it was chiefly 
the ground of misconduct in Noah Miller, as 


| understand it, that he placed his opposition 


his claim. 


| I was not disposed to contend against the pogi. 
tion which he took with respect to the wan: 

| merit on the part of Noah Miller. For myself, 

| think he ought to be excluded from any fu 


benefits to be derived from a distribution of ; 
I was, however, indifferent as to the ad 
tion or rejection of the amendment proposed 


| the gentleman from Virginia, excluding hin 

| pressly, because under no circumstances did | 
| conceive that Noah Miller or his representa 

| could receive any further amount. 
| real question presented at this time is, whethyr 
| any misconduct urged against Noah Miller ou, 
| to operate so as to prevent Congress from doi: 
| that which sound policy requires should be d 

| with respect to other individuals who were 


The « 


parties to that act, and who could not be par 


| toit?) They stated all the facts involved in 


case fully and fairly, when they were examined 


| in relation to the other claim; and, in my opin 
there never was a claim which political consider- 


ations more imperiously required should re 
one under consideration. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the bill be la 


aside, to be reported to the House with the ree- 


ommendation that it be referred to the Cow 
Claims. 


Mr. BENSON. That motion is not in order 


while there is a motion pending that the bill 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
made by the gentleman from Virginia would 
in order if there were no precedent motion. 


by the gentleman from Louisiana, this bill s) 


| be rejected. What is the position assumed 


that gentleman? That there is no legal or im; 

obligation on the part of the Government to | 
this claim. On what ground does he rest | 
passage of the bill? On political grounds. T 


Government is asked to pay aclaim which 1's 


advocates say depends on neither legal, m 
nor equitable obligations. It is in the nature 
bounty, and nothing buta bounty. Are w 
take up all claims that may be presented to 
and confer bounty in like manner, when they ™ 


have failed in successive Congresses for thiry 
| years? 


I understand that this claim was first prosecu' 
in the name of Noah Miller. It failed. 
decided to be invalid, and that it ought not to 
paid. New claimants make their appearance, 
the claim is pressed, not on legal grounds—' 


because the Government is required to pay “8 


bounty, but merely for the reason that, as! 
money at one time under the operation 0! 
law was paid in, it ought now to be paid out 
the Treasury. Icansee no merit whatever 10' 
bill. 
judgment is to refuse the payment of the mou 
by defeating the bill. 


Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Tennes* 


The proper course to be pursued 1 


. 


| laid aside, to be reported to the House with tle 
| recommendation that it do pass. 
I think the motion 


| does seem to me that, on the statement just made 


i 


It was 


y 


a 
- 
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len intoan error. I did state, sir, that the | 


ia ; m . * 
, could not rightfully go before the Court of | 
Jeeause it was not derived from any law, | 
{ ’ . . . 
as it the re sult of any obligation, express or 


i existing against the Umted States. But, 

/ did not say that it was not founded on 
able obligation. On the contrary, it is 

i on an equitable obligation, and an equit- | 

lization of a political character. 

The question presented to the consideration of 

: so is this: Inastate of war, the Congress 

. United States, by its legislation, has said, | 

all those in the public service of the nation 

. make acapture from the enemy shall be | 

d to the proceeds of that capture. Now, | 
‘3 legislation applies to the cases of indi- 

1 the public service, or to those in private 

i vessels duly licensed and commissioned. 

lation of Congress has been of a general 

r, and did not provide for many cases 

are necessarily embraced in the principles | 

But there have been partic- 

of legislation since that time, in which 

involved in the general legislation 

pplied and extended by Congress, 

, and again, to cases of this kind, which 

n the same principle. It has been | 

d to cases in which private citizens of the | 

ed 5 , acting under the influence of pat- | 

es, and in discharge of the highest 

li the citizen owes to his country, have 


nerai acis. 





yperty from the enemy, in the waters | 


United States, in every instance in which 
s been brought to the notice of the 
if such property had been cap- 
! high seas by persons holding com- 
s,it would have been devoted to their 
and, on the same principle, we ought 
ose individuals who have made cap- 
waters of the United States without 
3 the hike advantage. I+ is equitable 
it, that the political principle which led to 
yn of the general law giving to the 
perty in the thing captured, should 
1 to private individuals. And itis more 
y so in this instance, because the Con- 
» United States, in the exercise of its 
ower, has again and again seen fit to 
n extension and such an application 
ciple to others similarly situated. 
McMULLIN. Does the Chair entertain 
rnize the motion which I submitted—that 
Committee of the Whole House report this 
iiouse, with a recommendation that the 
be discharged from the further con- 
1 of this bill, and that it be referred to 
Courtof Claims? If the Chair entertains that 
, | desire tosay a word on the subject. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
ion was originally on the motion of the 
1 from Virginia, [Mr. Mriuson,] that 
laid aside, to be reported to the House 
commendation that it do not pass; and 
at motion tellers were ordered. 
mm Virginia [Mr. McMoutury] moves an 
dment to that motion, so as to discharge the 
iittee of the Whole House from the further 
sideration of this bill, and that it be referred 
the Court of Claims. As an amendment, the 
mis in order. 


Mr. MILLSON. 


ion is hardly in order, pending the motion 
ich | submitted at the last session of the com- 


that the bill be reported to the House, with | 


recommendation that it do not pass. Witha 
view, however, of sending this case to the Court 


Claims, | will withdraw the motion which [ | 

‘,SO as to make in order that motion, which | 
ul submit, if my colleague please, in lieu of the | 
motion which loriginally presented—namely, that || 


iW 


} 


it be referred to the Court of Claims for adjudi- 
cation. I withdraw, then, the motion which I 
originally submitted. 
Mr. CADWALADER. I will ask the gen- 
Ueman from Virginia [Mr. Mitison] to favor me 
with a reference to the date of his speech, or as 
nearly as he can give it, when this case was last 
vefore the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MILLSON. f[ do not know exactly when 


itwas. It was some four or five weeks since. I 


am just informed by one of the officers of the || 
louse that it was on the 20th of June that this || 


question was last up before the committee 





| Mr. KNOWLTON. Willthe 


The gentle- | 


I will relieve my colleague || 
e difficulty, as I suppose that at present his || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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Mr.CADWALADER. Then I bee leave to say 
what the gentleman himself cannotsay.that l hope 
that no gentleman will vote for this bill, withe 
| reading the remarks, printed under date of 

June last, delivered by the & 
ginia on this floor. , I think, to 
the conviction of ev impartial mind, that, with 
a mere change of nam , this 1s the same dishon- 
est and disreputable claim that has been already 
| rejected. . 

Mr. MILLSON. I was about to say further, 
that when this question was before the committee 
on a former occasion, | present d all the views 
which then occurred to m« » Why this bill ought 
not to pass. [I acquitted mys: lf of my duty, and 
was perfectly willing that the House should 
take on itself the responsibility of either passir 
or rejecting the bill. if the discussior ‘of that 
day is not remem d,it isnot my fault. I feel 
no sort of inclination to go i: ( 


20th 
om Vir- 


hueman ft 


YY 
bie there shows 


to the argument of 
the question agai: 
But,as the facts 
understood on all sides, I 
the case is, without ri peating any of the ar: 
ments which I presented before. It is a sin 
claim to receive from the Treasury, on the ground 





that the capture was a ore than 
the parties were entitk na legal 
one. The case as pr and as 
decided by the court uppo- 
sition that the capt d It is 
admitted on all ! e was 1 - 


gally made; but, by the contrivance of the princi- 
pal parties, it was mad 
it was a legal capture. 
Mr. KNOWLTON. Las! 
gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. MILLSON. Certainly, sir. 
Mr. KNOWLTON. 


showed that the action of the court w: 


to appear to the court that 


‘leave to correct the 





the ground that it was a seizure undert reven 

law, while the facts as afterwards developed 

show that it was a capture instead of a seizu 
Mr. MILLSON. Now, that is precise] 

I said. If it was a capture, it was illegal, b 


| cause these were non 





me? It was explained ona 
the men who composed the crew embraced in 
this bill, believed that they were acting | 
under Captain Miller. It was not their fault, as 
the evidence shows. 
Mr. MILLSON. 
| that, whether they believed or did not believe that 
the capture wasalegalone. I speak of the facts 
I say that the gentleman himself{| Mr. Know.ron] 
has admitted, and will admit now, that the cap- 
ture was illegal. I say again, that itw 
| ed to the court as a legal capture by the contriv- 
| ance of the principal parties. It was 
| appear that the capture was a legal one : 
| judges, considering the capture to be ale 
| disposed of the proceeds by giving one half to 


[ have nothing to say about 


‘ pres nt- 


made to 
and the 


ral ont 9 


t 


|| those who took the property, and the other half 
\| to the Government, distributing the moiety which 
|| the captors received between Noah Miller and the 
\| collector, and giving to the present petitioners 
| $1,000 each, as their share of what the court 


} recarded to be a legal « apture. 

~~ say that the present application is founded on 
the ground that the capture was not a legal one; 
that it was not made by a revenue boat, as was 
then pretended, but was made by these pr 
as non-commissioned captors, though, if the gen- 
tlemen please, the y may have supposs d the y were 
commissioned captors. Now they ask, as illegal 
captors, the other moi ty whi th the Government 
had received, and which they could not have re- 
ceived if the capture had been legal, as it was sup- 
posed to be. 

That is the simple state of facts. I shall 
| not trouble the House further if it has forgotten 
| what I said on a former occasion, when I was 
|| presenting my views in opposition to the bill. 
| 
| 


rsons 


| Mr. GIDDINGS. If lI can get the attention 
| of the committee for a single moment, | will ex- 
| oress my views upon the subject of this bill. 
| This case was fully investigated be fore our com- 
| mittee; and in order to understand its merits it 
is necessary to go to the history of the action of 
| the Governmentinsuchcases. The first capture 
that was made in the Revolution was under cir- 
cumstances similar to these. It was by men, 
inhabitants of Maine, who voluntarily entered 






1685 


and took possession of a boat in Machias bay, in 
that State. They attacked a British vessel; some 
of them were killed in the action; but they ¢ap- 
tured the vessel, and the Government awarded 
the prize to the captors; and in every instance, I 


want gentlemen to understand, where citizens 
; 
ive captured vessels from the enemy during 
x , 


1y of the wars, those vessels have been award- 
ed to thecaptors. Sir, these men, although they 
did not wait to be commissioned by the Govern- 
ment, yet risked their lives—some of them were 
killed; but the y captured the vessel, and the pro- 
ceeds of the sale went into the Treasury. Here, 
sir, are these men, whose money the Govern 
ment has had the use of for forty years. They 

now in the lift and in poverty. 
‘They do not ask for money which is to come 
from our constituents, 
them the money 


decline of 


They ask us to give 
to which they are entitled, for 
the vessel and cargo which they captured, and 
which has been withheld from them. And shall 


we withhold 11? Would that be patriotism upon 
the part of this House? Why, sir, every man 
who entered the service of the country, and con- 


ved in it fourteen days, receives one hundred 


d s xty acres of land. But these men were 
‘tual combat for three hours; they captured 
vessel and cargo which were sold by the 

Crovernment; and the question now 1s, shall we 

ve them the money to which they are entitled? 
‘That is the whole case. . 

Mr. MILLSON. I withdraw the motion to 
r t the bill to the Hon with a recommenda- 
iat it do not pass, and substitute the motion 
bill be reported to the House with the 
mmendation that it be referred to the Court 


tion t 


it the 


ot (-laims. 
Mr. SAPP demanded tellers upon the motion. 
‘lellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sarr and 
Miiison were appointed. 
‘The question was taken; and the tellers reported 


35, noes 104. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
‘lhe bill was then laid aside to be reported to 


the Lious« 
HEIRS OF RENNER AND HEATH. 


The committee next proceeded to the considera- 
tion of House bill (No. 206) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Daniel Renner 
and Nathaniel H. Heath. 

‘The bill directs the Seere tary of the Trea sury 
to cause the claim of Daniel Renner and Nathan- 
iel H. Heath, late of the firm of Renner & Heath, 
or their legal representatives, to be audited and 

‘ttled according to the principles of equity and 
justice—the same being for property destroyed 
by the British in 1814, during the last war with 
Great Britain. 

Section two provides that the claim shall be ex- 
amined upon evidence now on file, and such evi- 
dence as may hereafter be presente d, and com- 
shall be made for the value of the 
movable property destroyed, after making a fair 
deduction for the probable damage and cost of 
removing said property to a place of safety, and 
returning it to the city after the danger had 
passed; provided that the sum paid upon the 
settlement of said account, in addition to what 
has been heretofore paid, shall. not exceed the 
sum of $4,636; which, when paid, shall be in full 
of all damages and claims of the said Renner & 
Lieath, or their representative s, arising out of the 
destruction of their property by the enemy during 
the said war with Great Britain; and provided 
further, that the amount paid by virtue of the 
ions of this act shall be paid in equal parts 
to the said Renner & Heath, or to their le 
representatives. 

The re port states, that during the last war 
with Great Britain, Daniel Renner and Nathaniel 
Hi. Heath, under the firm of Renner & Heath, 
were engaged at the city of Washington in the 
manufacture of rope and cordage for the Navy, 
as well as for the community generally. 

That when the city was threatened with inva- 
sion they had on hand in their walk, near the 
navy-yard, a large quantity of cordage, rope, 
and twine, suitable for the public use; and fear- 
ing the destruction of their property by the 
approaching enemy, they employed, in ample 
season, a sufficient number of boats to remove 
all their stock to a place of safety; but their 
boats were taken from them and impressed into 


pensation 


provision 


va) 


aR Te Oa 


on 


IE ee et, (eet enh ey 


TOSS _ i 


the service of the United States toremove Young’s | 
brigade across the Potomac, by order of Gen- || 
eral Winder. 
carts, and afterwards wagons, for the removal of | 
their property; but these were also impressed by | 
the United States Government, to remove books | 
and papers from the public offices, and for the 
removal of other public property. Finding their | 
utmost industry and vigilance, as exhibited in 
these energetic efforts to save their property by 
removal, thus frustrated by the Government, 
they were reluctantly compelled to leave it to its 
fate. 

The enemy soon after entered the city, dis- 
covered these naval stores, set fire to and burnt 
them, and with them destroyed all the stock, 
implements, and buildings of the said Renner & 
Heath, comprising substantially their entire prop- 
erty. Of the liability of the Government to make 
compensation for the movable stores thus de- 
stroyed, Congress made full admission on a for- 
mer application for relief, the petitioners then 
being allowed $19,803 60 towards their losses 
thus sustained. That sum was awarded to the 
petitioners, then representing the firm of Renner 
& Heath, under the act of Congress for that pur- 
pose, approved February 16, Is19, by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department, 
to whom the subject was by that act referred, 
and who were unable to make a larger allowance, 
notwithstanding the evidence, because they were 
restricted to that amount as the maximum by the 
terms of the act itself. 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. I move that 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. McMULLIN. What is the amount of 
the appropriation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not more than four thoy- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. McMULLIN. My friend from Alabama 
[Mr. Coss] says that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. It submits the question 
to the decision of the Freasury Department. He 
cannot allow more than four thousand dollars. 

Mr. McMULLIN. This case was investigated 
in 1819. It seems to me that the Congress of that 
day were as capable of giving this question a just 
decision as we are. Since then, however, we 
have, in addition to the first appropriation, paid 
for the rope-walk and other buildings. | suppose 
the Congress that paid for the rope-walk and 
other buildings was as competent to judge of the 
case as we can be. Two dollars the ton was the 
amount deducted for the removal of the hemp, 
rope,&c. Is two dollars sufficient for that removal? 
How far would two dollars the ton remove the 
property of this company? | should like to know 
whether two dollars per ton is sufficient for the 
removal of that property out of the way of the 
enemy. I know something of hauling. In my 
youth I was engaged in hauling goods, wares, 
and merchandise. 

It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that this claim is 
rather of a questionable character. It has been 
before the Congress of 1819 and the Congress of 
1853. Unless we can fix on some mode of final 
decision, there never will be an end to these claims 

inst the Government. I will not vote for the 
bill, though it may be advocated by my friend | 
from Alabama, who is, as a general rule, a good 
standard for my action. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I should like to ask the | 
chairman of the committee whether the fact is 
established that the boats for taking the property 
out of the way of the enemy were impressed into 
service by the Government forces? | 

Mr. COBB. That is established beyond con- | 
troversy. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Then I do not see how we | 


can avoid paying. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if 
ntlemen will read the report in this case, the 
wiil find that, after the restoration of peace in 1819, 
a claim was made for hemp, cordage, twine, &c., 
destroyed by the British forces when in posses- 
sion of this city in 1814, of $31,510 75. Congress 
passed a law to pay for the hemp, rope, cordage, 
twine, &c., destroyed as alleged. It did not 
admit the full amount of the claim of thirty- 
one thousand and odd dollars; it appropriated 
19,803 60 for the losses incurred as uke In 
Con- 





eged 
ebruary, 1853, another act was passed ty 
gress for the benefit of these parties. To indem- 
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Renner & Heath then procured || made of $6,744. 


the sum of $26,547 50. ‘The rope-walk and other 


nify them for the loss of rope-walk and fixtures 
destroyed by the enemy, an appropriation was 
In all, there was appropriated 


buildings, and the hemp, rope, cordage, &c., 
| have all been paid for. Are we to go back and 
| revise all acts of indemnity heretofore passed ? 

Are we to reéxamine bills passed forty, thirty, 
twenty, or even five years ago, and say that 
enough was not appropriated to satisfy any par- 
ticular claim? Are we to do this when necessarily 
nearly all of the evidence important for the exam- 
ination has been destroyed, lost, or mislaid? Let 
gentlemen look for a moment where this sort of 
legislation is to lead us. 

Then, sir, | say that this case having been 
twice passed upon, and twice paid by Congress— 
first for the movable property, and afterwards 
for the property attached to the freehold—we 
have nothing more, and should have nothing 
more, to do with it. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Iregret thatmy colleague 
on the committee, [Mr. Marsnatt, of Illinois,]} 
who reported this bill, is notin hisseat. Idonot 
remember all the particulars of the case, but I 
remember well that it was demonstrated to the 
committee, that there was more property de- 
stroyed there than the parties have ever been 
paid for. It was also shown in evidence that 
there were teams prepared by the parties for the 
removal of that property, and that they would 
have removed the property, but that the Govern- 
ment stepped in and took those teams, and came 
to this very building for the purpose of removing 
the public property, in order that the public 
records might not be destroyed. 

The committee, under the circumstances, were 
of the opinion that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. It seems to 
me that the representations made by the gentle- 


man from Tennessee can hardly have its effect | 


of inducing this committee to reject the bill on 
the ground that this claim has already been twice 
acted upon. ‘The very fact that it has been twice 


mind, that there has been imperfect action. 
Granting that there has been perfect action in 


all the provision of law to pay for the rope-walk || 
itself, yet for the removed property the amount 


claimed was not paid; and it so appears, from 
the fact that a certain sum was appropriated—a 
sum not sufficient to cover the claim in all its de- 
tails. There is no reason then, why, under the 
circumstances, this claim should not be further 
pursued; and the proposition is now only that, 
as there is an uncertainty as to the amount of 


money which ought to have been paid, a provision || 


should be made to pay the petitioners such 
amount as they have not been paid, and are enti- 
tled to, to be determined by the Auditor of the 
Treasury Department. If it is referred to him, 
all the evidence in regard to this matter will be 
canvassed. If there is no new evidence, the Au- 
ditor of the Treasury will say then there is no 
claim, and there will be an end of the proceeding. 

What reasonable objection can be urged to this 
course when there is a diversity of opinion in re- 


| gard to the matter ? As these men were obstructed 


by the Government in the attempt to save their 


| own property, and their materials used to save the 


archives of the Government from destruction, 
they ask that they may be compensated in full, 
and asthey oughtto be. There is no reason why 
this opportunity to be heard should not be given 


_to them, and that is all that the bill proposes. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I would like to in- 
uire of the gentleman from Massachusetts, if 
this same evidence, upon which the claim to be 
paid is now asked, was not before Congress in 


| 1819 and in 1853? 


Mr. HALL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FULLER. I recollect something about 
this claim, and members who remain here an 
length of time well know all such claims, I recol- 
lact that in 1853 it was said that these men had 
been paid for their rope and hemp. I suppose 
that, three or four Congresses hence, a claim will 
be brought up for the loss of the use of that prop- 


erty. 

have another objection to this bill. If there 
is aclaim against the Government, and it is a just 
claim, this 1s the proper body to specify the sum, 
and to appropriate it, and it should not be referred 
to the Necietity of the Treasury, or to any 
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| 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| 


the matter and agreed upon the sum to be 


| 
| 
| 


accounting officer of the Treasury. It was precige 
ly in that way that the Galphin claim got ig 
—by referring it to the Secretary of the Treas a 
to settle it according to principles of equity a 
justice. If Congress, acting asa judicial’ boa. 
upon this case while the transaction w y 


‘ Y as fresh ang 
the recollection of witnesses fresh, investicn,. 


paid, 


why should it not be res adjudicata, ang why 


should Congress be afterwards called Upon 4, 
re6pen it? There never will be an end to chins 
against the Government if this course is adopte} 
I recollect that this claim was regarded with oro, 
doubt in 1853, and the action of Congress the, 
was supposed to be an end of it. 7 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. It seems to me tha 
this bill ought not to pass. According to th, 
report of the committee, we are here called y, 
| to review that which the committee which oricip. 
_ally examined this case thought was a fing) 
| decision. A dispute seems to have arisen about 
this price of the rope. The committee which 
| originally examined this subject thought the 
|a certain deduction should be made; and this 
claim comes before Congress again, upon the 
| ground, that that committee made too large a do. 
| duction, and that the prices which the claimanty 
| had charged originally were fair prices, or pricey 
| that the goods would, a short time afterwards 
| have brought. Where an invoice has been made 
| out of property destroyed, leaving the owner 
| to put down their own prices, and your com. 
mittee has, in the adjudication of the loss, determ. 

| ined the prices, and there has been no successfy! 
| appeal upon the part of the claimants to the Con. 
| gress which adjudicated it, it seems to me that jt 
is rather too late a day now to come before the 

| Congress of the United States, and ask them to 
| review and readjust the proper prices which they 
| ought to have charged bor their losses. , 
{ am not disposed to criticise the action of 
| another Congress, but I must confess my inability 
| to perceive the principle upon which the Cov. 


1pon 


|| gress of 1853 voted to pay these people for the 
acted upon makes it perfectly obvious, to my 


rope-walk. The enemy could not have trans. 
ported the rope-walk away, though they could 
the goods; and it is a new principle of public law 
to bind the Government to pay for real estate, or 
| real chattels, destroyed by the enemy. 

However, they have got back here, and I am 
| not now disposed to reopen the case, much less 
| to refer it to an Auditor of the Treasury Depar- 
| ment to say what, according to the equity of the 
| case, is right. This case has been heard upon 
| two occasions by the Congress of the United 
States, and the parties have been compensated 
upon both occasions. They have had full oppor- 
| tunity to make themselves heard in full. The 

first time they did present their case in full, and 
| it is res adjudicata, so far as Congress is con- 
cerned. 
Congress has considered the subject, and adjudi- 
cated upon it; and it seems to me that it is too 
late in the day now to be bringing forward evi- 
dence to attempt to correct prices, especially when 
that correction is to be the correction of an adjudi- 
cation made by Congress. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. If any gentlemen 
| have anything further to say against the case! 
| should like to hear it. : 
| Mr.GREENWOOD. 1 am not in the habit, 
| Mr. Chairman, of taking part in such discussions 
as this, and I only rise now for the pyrpose of 
| calling the attention of the House to the two sev- 
eral acts which Congress has passed for the pur- 

| pose of compensating these individuals for the 
alleged loss of their property. I fully agree with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. H. Mas- 
SHALL,] that there ought to be some point 0! 
estoppel against the presentation of claims, when 
they have been once considered and passed upoo 
by Congress, especially where they have beet 
favorably considered, where a bill has been passed 
for the relief of the parties, and where they have 
taken the benefit of the act. 

Now I propose to send up to the Clerk’s table 
an act passed by Congress in 1819, that it mey 
be read for the information of the House, and 
for the purpose of showing the character of the 
first act passed for the relief of these parties. 

The bill, approved February 16, 1819, was read. 
It authorizes and directs the accounting officers 
of the Treasury to settle the claim of Danie! 
Heath and Nathaniel A» Renner, on account of 
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coraage, Spun yarn, and hemp, burned in their 
rope-walk, by the enemy, in August, 1814, upon | 
their exhibiting such proof of the quantity and | 
yalue of said articles as shall be satisfactory to | 
caid officers, provided that the amount shall not |, 
exct ed the sum of $19,803 60. ; 

“Mr. GREENWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
it seems that heretofore these parties have had | 
come $26,000 paid them under two acts for al- | 
1 ed losses by the burning of their property in | 
JS14, and they now ask a further appropriation | 
f $4,000 to pay them for losses for what they | 


ol ° 
eay no ample compensation has been made. I 


‘ropose, now, to send up the second act, by 
which it will appear that the fullest latitude has | 
been given to these parties and their represent- 
atives to come in and make their proof before the 
Treasury Department, and receive the compen- 
sation they were entitled to on making that proof. || 
Jtis very evident, as I before remarked, that there | 
must be some stopping-point. The matter ought 
to be closed down at some point or other. If the 
varties think proper to receive under acts which 
ae been passed by Congress for their benefit, 
they ought to be forever stopped and precluded 
from coming in a second or third time and seek- 
ing further compensation for the same property 
and the same character of loss. 

The bill approved February 3, 1853, was read 
by the Clerk. It authorizes and requires the 
Secretary of the Treasury to cause the claim of | 
Mary B. Renner, widow of Daniel Renner, de- 
ceased, who was the surviving -partner of the 
frm of Renner and Heath—which claim arose | 
from the alleged burning of a rope-walk, and of 
seine twine therein, by the enemy in August, 
1814, belonging to said firm—to be audited and | 
settled on principles of equity and justice, look- 
ing at the evidence theretofore produced before 
Congress or the Treasury Department, and to 
such evidence as might be produced, provided 
that the allowance so made shall in no case exceed 
the sum of $6,744. i 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Now,sir, it will be seen 
by the reading of this act.that the largest latitude | 
was given, not only to look at the testimony here- | 
tofore produced, but to give the parties the priv- | 
ilege of producing additional evidence before the 
Treasury Department, for the purpose of having 
their claim settled. It is true there is a provision | 
here which says that the amount shall not exceed 
$6,744. We have to ask ourselves why was it 
that this limit of $6,744 was placed in this.bill? I || 
take it—and | desire the gentleman from Alabama || 
to answer that point—that that was the amount 
alleged to be due, as shown from the evidence at | 
the time the bill passed. If I am carrect in this 
supposition, I should like the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama, [Mr. Coss,] when he rises to respond to | 
me, to tell me why it is that this third claim 
comes in; and whether it arises from having dis- | 


covered other testimony in addition to the testi- | 
mony heretofore adduced before the committees 
of Congress in 18]9 and 1853? I cannot, for the | 
life of me, ascertain on what principle these bills | 
were passed. I cannot learn it from the report || 


itself; and looking at the two acts passed on the || 


subject, giving to the parties the widest latitude, 
not only that the Secretary of the Treasury should | 


look at the testimony already given, but should 1 


give the parties liberty to produce additional tes- 
before that Department, I hope the gentleman 


is some justice in asking for this third act to be | 
passed for the benefit of these parties. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I hope that, ifI should 
omit alluding to this particular interrogatory of 
the gentleman from Arkansas, he will call my at- 
tention to it, because it is very easily explained. 


from Alabama will be able to satisfy me that there \ 
| 
| 


| 
When so fair and comprehensive a report has || 
been submitted by an intelligent committee, after || 


& thorough and practical examination of the testi- | 
mony connected with the case, it would look like | 
presumption in me to attempt to make a case | 
lainer than the committee has made it. But I | 
ind that gentlemen are ready to stickle on par- | 
ticular things, while they leave untold things 
which ought to be told. 

In regard to this claim it affords me pleasure, | 
at all times when I can stand before the American 
Congress and advocate justice and right—when 
I can stand before the American Congiess, and 
let my voice be heard, and my sentiments be 


| offer the amendment; but he 
| amendment was made, it would send the bill back 


|| eral Winder’s army across the Potomac, 
timony for the purpose of establishing that claim | 
| 
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expressed to the whole country. I am here to do | 
justice—not to stickle on sg a phraseology, | 
r 


or prevent honest claims from being allowed. 

he history of this case has been set forth by | 
the committee. They state, in their report, that 
in 1819 the Congress of the United States passed 


/ an act authorizing the payment of nineteen thou- 


sand and odd dollars. And what did that Congress 
do? They restricted the amount to nineteen thou- 
sand and odd dollars. They said that they should 


| notbe paid more thanthatamount. And why? The 
| principle had not then been established, that this 


Government was bound to pay for property 


| destroyed by the enemy, when that destruction 


has taken place through the fault of the Govern- 
ment. They then undertook to make some cal- 
culation as to the value of the hemp, but they had 


| one single particle of evidence upon which to 
'| predicate their action. 


They came to the con- 
clusion that, probably, an overcharge had been 
made. ‘They had no doubt of the propriety and 


> 0g of the full value of the hemp being paid 
y the Government; but without evidence as to 


its value, they undertook to limit it to nineteen 
| thousand dollars. 
| when they adjudicated the claim, decided that 
| more was due these parties, but they could not 


Well, sir, the Department, 


go beyond the limit fixed by the act of Congress. 

In 1852 a bill came down from the Senate, 
making an appropriation for payment of the losses 
incurred by the destruction of the rope-walk. It 
was reported in the House by Judge Daniels, of 
North Carolina; and every gentleman who knows 
anything of the character of that gentleman knows 
the strict construction which he always applied to 
claims against the Government. But upon this 
occasion he expressed his belief that this full 
amount should be allowed. I advised him to 
said that, if an 


to the Senate again, and, in consideration of the 


| lateness of the period of the session, the bill 


would probably be lost. He thought, therefore, 
it would be better to allow the bill to pass in the 


|| shape in which it came from the Senate. and trust 


to the justice of future Congresses for the balance. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 


Mr. COBB. I would rather nof until I have 
finished what I have to say. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to obtain some 
information from the gentleman. 

Mr. COBB. That is precisely what I am en- 
deavoring to furnish. Peebles I hope the 

entleman will allow me to get through with what 

have to say, and in the mean time bear in mind 
the question he has to ask me. 
this bill was first reported, there was not a par- 
ticle of evidence before the committee as to the 
value of the hemp; but when it came up the 


|| second time, proof was adduced from respectable 


citizens of Washington and Georgetown, as to its 
value. Some of these witnesses are still living, 
and could substantiate the testimony, if any one 
doubts the genuineness of the evidence. 


But, sir, the facts are fully set forth in the report | 


of the committee. It is proved that the parties 
made every reasonable effort to remove the hemp— 
that they employed wagons and carts for that 
purpose, but they were taken to transport Gen- 


They 


again procured wagons and carts for that pur- | 


ose, but these were also taken from them by the 
Goveraiaant, for the purpose of removing the 
archives of the Government across the Potomac; 
so that the Government are really indebted to 


| these men for the means of saving the public 
| archives. 
|| hemp and twine were destroyed by the action of 


The evidence is conclusive, that their 


the Government in preventing them from remov- 
ing them. Mr. Gales, who was here at the time, 
testifies that the British did not destroy property 
known to be private, except in some cases, where 
they burned houses from which shots were fired; 
showing that this was regarded as public prop- 


erty. : 
The bill which passed Congress in 1852 passed 


this House without a solitary objection, on ob- | 


jection day, when there were as many to watch 
the proceedings of the House carefully as are now 
here to watch them. The Department have here- 
tofore gone to the utmost limit of their power in 
adjudicating this case, but they have 
stricted to the payment of a certain amount 


Will the gentleman allow | 
| me to ask him a question? 


I say that when | 


|| does not fix a cértain sum. 


|| chants who prove t 
een re- | 


1687 


- : — ee 





This bill proposes also to leave it to the officers 


of the Treasury to adjudicate it. If the bill 
asses, it must undergo the ordeal of an exam- 
ination by Mr. Whitilesey, the Comptroller of 
the Treasury, and if it is found that al has been 
paid that justice to the parties requires, nothing 
more will be paid, ‘This bill also limits the 
amount to be paid, if anything is found due, and 
it further provides that this shall be considered 
as a final adjudication of the matter. There are 
no new items now submitted—nothing which was 
not originally laid before Congress. The only 
provision which the bill makes is for correcting 
an adjudication made by Congress when they 
had no evidence before them upon which to base 
their decision, as to the amount which ought 
properly and legitimately to be allowed. Was 
there any other point of inquiry made by the 
gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact, that Congress 
have already adjudicated upon this subject, and 
to ask him why they rejected ten or twelve thou- 
sand dollars of the claim? 

Mr. COBB. I have already answered that 
question, and the report of the Senate committee 
upon the subject explains the matter fully. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I understood the gen- 
tleman to refer to witnesses living in Washington 
and Georgetown. Is it proposed that they shall 
be called to give evidence upon the subject ? 

Mr. COBB. They have already testified upon 
the subject. What I said was, that one of them 
was still living in Georgetown, and could be 


| called to substantiate the evidence given, if any- 


body doubted it. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Was the testimony 
taken when the second bill passed, or has it been 
taken since, before the officers of the Treasury 
Department? 

Mr. COBB. It was theact of 1853 that author- 
ized payment for the rope-walk, and other build- 
ings which were destroyed. Twenty per cent. 
was deducted, arbitrarily, from the amount that 
was allowed for the hemp. The committce had 
no evidence of the value of the hemp. Twenty 
yer cent. was deducted for the removal, and pro- 
yable overcharge. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Did the committee 
assume the value of the property without testi- 
mony to the fact? 

Mr. COBB. That was in 1819, when there was 
no evidence at all. I hope that | am understood 
I will recapitulate. In 1819 the price of hemp 
was assumed to be so much. There was no 
evidence as to the value of that article. The 
price assumed was twenty per cent. too low. The 
deduction was arbitrary, ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, are this House unwilling 
that this matter shall go to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for adjudication? Are they unwilling 
to pay these claimants what may be found due 
them? Is there an individual here who is willing 
to withhold from the widow and orphan what is 
due them, and out of which they have been kept 
solong? For this money which they ask they 
have suffered bankruptcy. All their property 
was swept away to pay for this very hemp whic 
was purchased to make rope for the Government. 
The fact is on record, that all the claimants’ 
property was seized and sold under a writ of 
execution. 

The question is this: Will the committee allow 
the Department to adjudicate the claim? Are 
gentlemen willing to let that Department v7 
whether anything is due to these parties? Is 
there any man here with so small a soul as to 
refuse this modicum of justice? J] think not. 
My friend from Tennessee knows that the bill 

passed in 1852-53 without a single objection. 
Now, it is said to be a garbled case; that it is 
another Galphin claim. I was here when that 


| Galphin claim was passed. I voted againstit. It 


| taught me a lesson never to vote for any bill that 
This bill says that 
the amount shall not exceed $4,000. 
I will say a word in reference to the transpor- 
tation of the property. It is in evidence from 
_Georgetown merchants that two dollars per ton 
was ample compensation for carrying the prop- 
erty out of the way of the enemy. The meér- 
his are the most reputable of 
their class. But we have deducted four dollars 
the ton We have said that the claimants shall 
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not be paid exceeding a certain amount. I shall 
not further tax the patience of the House. I 
investigated the case at the instance of Judge 
Daniels, and we both came to the conclusion that 
the claim was just, and ought to be paid. In 
1853, the claim was recognized to be so emine ntly 
just that it was allowed to be report d out of its 
order, and without objection put on Its passage. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Why did the Government 
pay for these buildings? It was expressly on 
the ground that the British had destroyed them 
under the belief that they were Government prop- 
erty. 
Mr. COBB. Government stores were in them. 

Mr. MceMULLIN. The buildings were de- 
stroyed. It was found out that they were not 
Government property, and Congress passed an 
appropriation in 1853 to indemnify the parties for 
In 1819 they were paid for tae hemp, 
rope, &c., that were destroyed. Not satisfied 
with the liberality of the Government in paying 
for this property, which it was not bound in 
equity, honor, or Justice, to pay for, they come 
here again with a new claim, 

Mr. COBB. During the second 
after the appropriation of nineteen thousand and 
odd dollars was made, the claim was renewed, 
and was continued until the death of the parties. 
They left behind them widows and children. The 
matter was allowed to sleep until 1852. By the 
action of the Government they remained in pov- 
erty for thirty odd years. 

Mr. McMULLIN. If my recollection serves 
me, we were appealed to to pay for this property 
in 1852, on the ground that it was withholding 
from the widow and orphan what was rightfully 
due to them. We paid for property that was 
burned down by the enemy under the belief that 
it belonged to the Government. We have paid 
for all the materialsand manufactured article and 
the property, and yet they are not satisfied. Be- 
cause we do not vote for this claim, the gentle- 
man from Alabama takes the measure of our 
souls. 

Mr. COBB. I take that back. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Let gentlemen revert to 
the facts of the case, and say whether, in jus- 
tice to their constituents, they can pass this bill, 
though it is for widows and orphans? Willgen- 
tlemen squander the public money on claims with- 
out justice or equity? I will not, if others do. 
My vote will be against the bill. 


the loss. 


Congress 


| contains some ten pages, and is but a rehearsal of | 


| learue 
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the private bills, which were reported on Satur- 
day. I propose, if there is no objection, that the 
further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 


Mr. MATTESON. [ object. 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading, but was 


interrupted by 
Mr. MATTESON, who withdrew further ob- 


jection, as his only object was to give time for a | 


quorum to assemble. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Journal be read. 


I ask that the 


The Clerk then concluded the reading of the | 


Journal 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the call of the States for resolutions, 


and that resolutions were in order from the State 


of Maine. 
NEBRASKA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, 
Mr. WATSON. I desire now to call up the 


contested-election case from Nebraska. 

Several members addressed Mr. Watson, re- 
questing him to yield the floor. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Iask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield me the floor for a single moment 
merely. 

Mr. WATSON. I should be glad to do so, 
but several gentlemen are applying to me to yield 
the floor, and if I do yield it to one I must to 
others, and I shall do nothing at all to-day. 

Mr. MATTESON. I rise to a question of 
order. It is, whether the gentleman can, to-day 
being resolution day, call up that case at all. 

The SPEAKER. The case referred to by the 
rentleman from Ohio is a privileged report, re- 
lating to the right of a member to his seat. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


to allow me to introduce a resolution 


| changing the hour of meeting from twelve to 


eleven o’clock. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Take up the 


resolution fixing the day of adjournment first. 


r. LETCHER obtained the floor, but yielded 


to— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the committee rise, with a view to an 
early adjournment. It is known to the House 
that Mr. Curran, for many years chief of the 
corps of official reporters for this House, died at 
his residence in this city yesterday morning. 
His funeral will take place this evening; and to 
allow the reporters and his friends here to attend 
it, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. COBB. Let this bill be passed before we 
rise. 

Mr. LETCHER. I intend to make a speech 
on the bill. I yield for the motion to rise. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. ErmeripeGe reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House had, accord- 
ing to order, had the Private Calendar under con- 
sideration, and particularly a bill for the relief 
of West Drinkwater, and others, and had di- 
rected him to report the same back without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it 
do pass; and that it had also under consideration 
a bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 


sentatives of Daniel Renner and Nathaniel H. 


Heath, and had come to no resolutions thereon. | 
And then, on motion of Mr. Jongs, of Tennes- | 


until Monday at twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, July 21, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer | 
by Rev. Dr. E. W. Senon, of Tennessee. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I am addressing my col- 
league, and not the gentleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. WATSON. I would gladly accommodate 


| my colleague, but if I yield the floor now I see 
| that the day is gone entirely. 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| sider the vote b 
committee, and 
| motion is not first in order? 


i} 


Mr. BARKSDALE. [ am satisfied that if the 
gentleman from Ohio will hear my proposition 
he will have no objectioa to yield me the floor. 


Mr. WATSON. I have no doubt that I should | 


be willing to yield the floor to many members of 


but if 1 yield the floor now I shall lose the day. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. 
privilege. There is a motion pending to recon- 
which a bill was referred to a 


The SPEAKER. 


from Ohio. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


up by the gentleman from Ohio? 
The SPEAKER, It would; but the gentleman 


| from Illinois cannot take the floor from the gen- 
| tleman from Ohio to submit such a motion. 


| 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Then | appeal to the || 
gentleman from Ohio, as this is the only day on || 
| which we can move to suspend the rules, to yield || 


for that purpose. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to all debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
declines to yield, and debate is not in order. 

Mr. WATSON. I have too many chances to 
yield the floor to accommodate any one of the 
gentlemen. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
usual good nature, and shall have to object to 


see, (at three o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned || anything out of order. 


Mr. WATSON. I want now to dispose of 


|| the contested-election case from Nebraska; and | 
I ask that the resolutions reported by the tom- || " 
|| probate judge, that A Band C D received ® 


mittee be read. 
They were read, and are as follows: 


Resolved, That Bird B. Chapman is not entitled to a seat | 


| in this body as Delegate from the Territory of Nebraska. 


Resolved, 'That Hiram P. Bennet is entitled to a seat in | 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. || this body as such Delegate. 


Pending the reading of the Journal, 
Mr, COBR, of Alabama, said: The Journal 


1} 


_ Mr. WATSON. A portion of the questions | 
in this case arise upon the election laws of the | 


| which goes to the competency and elicibj 


| one half the counties in the Territory; they | 


I ask my col- | 


| passed each other in their passage from t 


| and repugnance. 
| tions, it is made the duty of the precinct judges 


I rise to a question of || and it remains there upon record. 
| the probate judge and householders. 
| votes, after they get into the hands of those ofii- 
ask the Chair whether that || 


: K It cannot supersede the | 
| question of privilege called up by the gentleman | 


I desire to | 
inquire of the Chair whether a motion to suspend || 
the rules would not override the proposition called | 





| entitled to vote under the territorial law. 


I must depart from my | 


|| have no right to revise. 
| They simply attest their own count; and their own 
| count is evidence of nothing but of the*fact that 


July 2 
Territory of Nebraska, and involve a conformir 
or non-conformity with the statutory provisiy.. 
of that Territory. There is another quos;;,. 


1oy 
ity ¢ f 


Ud 


a portion of the voters who voted at that ele 
The question which relates to conformity t, 
statute involves the votes of three counties: 9.) 


| that which relates to the question of the eljoihj);,. 
OOM ALY 


or qualification of voters, relates to the two eon, 
ties of Richardson and Pawnee. The elecijo, 


| itself, the contest itself, presents to my mind wh» 


is a very singular state of facts. A body of mo 
calling themselves territorial canvassers, hay, 
seen fit to reject, and refuse to count, the votes o¢ 
seen fit to reject nearly one half of the voters of 


the Territory. If this was in conformity to |ay 


then there is no remédy for it; but we ought;, 
hesitate longe—we ought to be well convinced tha, 
we are compelled to reach the conclusion whic) 
they came to, before we summarily reject ay 
distranchise nearly one half of the voters of tg; 
Territory. 

Now, the grounds upon which the votes of 
those counties have been rejected, I will staj. 
briefly to the House;and I will state briefly wi, 
& majority of the Committee of Elections hay, 
been unable to concur with those canvassers. 
‘The vote of the county of Oteo is first rejected, 
for the reason that the returning officers of th 
county did not make their returns in conformity 
with the statute of the Territory. There is some 
degree of conflict, and some degree of repwy. 


| nance, in the statutes of the Territory, whicl, 


in the beginning of the consideration of this 
question, we should understand. There is 
territorial act relating to elections, and an ac 
relating to the taking of the census and other 


| matters; one of which, as I learn in the history 


of those acts, originated in the Council, and the 
other in the House of Delegates. Those acts 
Council to the House, and from the House to the 
Council, and each House agreed to the act passed 
by the other branch of the Territorial Assembly, 

Now, between them there ig some little conflict 
By the act in relation to elee- 


at the polls of the election to canvass or count 


| the votes—for these two terms are used as synon- 


ymous in the statute. After the votes have been 


| counted, the judges certify one of the poll-books, 
| and put upon it a certificate which is set out in 
|| the House, so far as their object is concerned; || 


the act, and this 1s returned to the county register. 
After it goes inte that office it is an oftice paper, 
He calls in 


Th Se 


cers, are consolidated, and the ordinary usual 


lw . . 
form of abstract—designating, of course, each pre- 


cinct and the number of votes cast for each officer 
—is made and sent to the secretary of the Terti- 


|| tory. After all these abstracts come into his office 
| he calls to his aid the other territorial officers, 


and here agein these abstracts are canvassed or 
counted—for there is no difference in the election 
law, as [ understand it, between a canvass and 4 
count. The results of this canvass or count are 
communicated to the Governor, and he gives the 
certificates to the State officers. 

In this county of Otoe the precinct returns were 
sent up to the county register. He, instead of 
retaining these returns, forwarded them to the 
office of the secretary of the Territory, and when 
the territorial canvassers came to count these 
votes, they rejected them as irregular. It is not 


ae that there was any fraud in the election. 


t is not pretended that the voters were not legally 
[tis 
not pretended that there is any objection to that 
county, save and except that these precinct re- 


| turns were forwarded to the secretary of the 
| ‘Territory, instead of the abstract only being sent. 
| Now, I hold that this question is easy of solu- 
| thon. 


Whatis this abstract? Itisnothing more 
than the certificate of these householders and 


riven number of votes each for certain offices 
‘There is no authentication about it. They have 
no power to correcta single precinct return. ‘They 
They attest nothing. 


certain papers are in the office, and that thes? 
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rMity certain papers foot up a certain result. 
ng id that.in so far as the evidence before these ter- 
arial canvassers is concerned, it was better on 
 orizinal papers than it would have been on 
oe eeruficate. These men might err. They 
the = - \ ke the rest of us,liabletoerr. Their count 
- - '. pave been incorrect—their returns imper- 
» Ee... subjectto all the contingencies to which these 
© attersare liable. But when the original precinct 
a eoturns are sent up, the canvassers have then the 
What > + evidence that can be given to them of the re- 
Men, - of the election in the precinct. The certifi- 


hava : » of the probate judge and householders only 


es of 3 chows that such papers are in the office. 
> How, then, for reasons of this kind, are we 
rs of PC. ccifed in rejecting the vote of Otoe county? I 
, ik that the reason should be urgent—that it 
r ’ d be conclusive, and that the law should be 


rative before we take the liberty of disfran- 

ing the preeinct or county. ‘lherefore, we 

nt from these territorial canvassers. We 

could not, under our view of duty, do otherwise 
ount the vote of this county. 

Now, in the county of Dacotah, which is the 

y whose vote was re} eted, the objection 

There is, however, in reference to 

sunty, another objection which may have 

d. and which we did not see fit to re- 

: ed. All of the objections in regard to Dacotah, 

; the same asin regard to Otoe. There 

between the two 


ever, this difference 


, nties: The vote of this county, I believe, 
ered twenty-five, and that vote was unani- 
. isly in favor of the sitting member. The 


in issuing his proclamation designat- 
in that county, fixed 
tv: and no election was held at the 
*r rnated point, but at Omaha Creek, some 
uit. We, however, regarding the 
| the ities which always will get into the pro- 
lings of a new Territory, did not see fit, for 
it reason, to reject the vote, but counted it in 

h | tally. 
ssed - The third county whose vote has been rejected, 
There was this irregu- 
there, that in two of the precincts—the 
De Soto and of Cumning—the judges 
did not send up the regular poll-books to the 
! t f the county. We have evidence before 
us that they kept the poll-books. That point 


ig a lace of election 


} ,c ' + 
yWASDINEtON. 
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is, that so many votes were given in the different 


| precincts for certain officers. If there had been the 


slightest evidence that there had been any illegality 
or any fraud, or that any wrong had been done 


, 


| we would not have hesitated to consider it asa 


| that in ever 


| according to the laws of the land 


matter of substance. But when the law requires 
election precinct the poll-book shall 
be deposited with the county clerk, should the fact 
of a non-conformity to the law upon the part of 
the officers in depositing the poll-books with the 
county officers operate to disfranchise a county, 
or a precinct, or even a single individual? We 
have, therefore, agreed to admit the abstract re- 
turned by the proper officers in each of these pre- 
cincts. 

Then, sir, in regard to the counties of Richard- 
son and Pawnee, it is alleved that there were some 
irregularities. It is alleged that persons wi 
allowed to vote who were not entitled to vot 
Both these 
counties were regarded as one for the purposes 


| of the election; but the objection is raised, that in 


the county of Pawnee, the election, instead of 


| being held at Pawnee City, was held at the house 
| of a man by the name of Abrams, several miles 


| from that place. 
| no legal evidence. 


Now, sir, of this fact there is 
The case, as laid before the 


| committee, does not present any regular legal 


evidence that this election was. not held at Pawnee 
City; and upon that ground alone I should hesi- 


tate long before I should reject the vote of this 


county. But the law does not provide that the 


| election in that county shall be held at Pawnee 


| City. 


1 It simply provides that the Governor of 
the Territory shall designate the place. The law 
also provides that the probate judges shall post 
up notices in every precinct at least thirty days 
before a general election, and at least ten days 
before a special election. By another statute, it 


| is provided, that where a county is unorganized it 


established. They deposited their poll-books 

is, with one of the judges, in conformity wtth 

tin { tatute, but the other was not sent to the 
. county register. They did, however, send up 

per, elr certificate, which should have accompa- | 
3 In nied the tally-sheet from the precinct of De Soto. 
‘ lor the other precinct, they sent up their certif- | 


ofii- te with the tally-sheet. In that county the 
ual probate judge and householders canvassed these 


certificates and tally-sheet. 





rtie Was ( 


moplied with. That abstract was duly for- 
warded to the office of the secretary of the Terri- 


ers, y. Now, had these men stopped here, there 
d or could not have been any reasonable pretext, on the 
tion part of the territorial canvassers, for refusing to 


canvass the votes of this county; and I must say 
that | am not able to see why they did not can- 
vass the votes of every county. 
But these men added to the certificate what I 
1 


ot this body will hold to be, surplusage. 
the ter state 


ed from De Soto and none from Cumming City; 

ese but that in one case there was a certificate, and 
not in the other there wasa tally-sheet. NowIhold 
; that this formed legitimately no part of theirduty. 
Che county register, on receiving them, aight 
have laid them before the county canvassers— 
the probate judge, and the householders; but 
there his duty stopped, and anything beyond that 
was an act of supererogation. ‘Then the probate 
judges and householders might have refused to 


{ they might have notified the officers to send up 
a the poll-books. 

counted them, and examined them, then no fur- 
ther duty devolved upon them but to make their 
; certificate, and make it in conformity to law, and 
ng ; then their duty ceased. Anything done beyond 


7 and is surplusage. For that reason we have re- 
fused to rerard anything in this certificate save 


oat 
* 


unt, but in the refusal they would have had to | 
strike down the election of the entire county, or | 


But having taken them, and | 


j They certified to | 
their abstract, so that that part of the statute | 


hold to be, and what I think every legal man in | 
The regis- | 
s that there were no poll-books returned | 


that was done beyond the legal requirements, | 


shall be attached to an adjoining county. At the 
time this election was held, the county of Pawnee 


was unorganized, and for the purposes of the 


election it was attached to the county of Rich- 
ardson. For all purposes, therefore, as far as the 


| election was concerned, it was practically a blank. 


; any notice. 


It was made a part and parcel of the county of 
tichardson. ‘Then, if the election was held at 
any place in the county of Richardson, it was a 
valid election. 

Another objection was raised that the judge of 
probate, at the precinct of Archer, refused to 
give notice of the election, under the supposition 
that it was upon an Indian reservation. It was 
subsequently ascertained, however, that it was 
not, and the people assembled, appointed their 
own judges, and held an election. It is claimed 
that this precinct, at all events, must be rejected, 
for the reason that the probate judge did not give 
I hold the matter to be very clear 


| that the provisions in relation to the notice of the 


| appointment of officers, and all such thing 


| itation which excludes us. 


| higher functions than meri 


rs, are 
merely directory. None of them are matters of 
substance; not one of them confers a right on the 
voter. The voter receives his right from a higher 
source. Every man coming within the deserip- 
tion of the public law is a voter. 

In proof, every man is a voter, unless he is 
legally disqualified by some provision of law 
The function of the fundamental law is to qualify 
and limit the right of suffrage, and, unless a cer- 
tain class of persons shall come within that limit- 
ation, and be excluded by positive law, they are 
all voters. The law does not confer the right to 
vote; that right comes with our manhood, our 
intelligence, and the relation we hold to the State. 
We all have it, unless the law places on it a lim- 
Then, sir, to say that 
subordinate officers and probate judges have 

i to give notice—that 
they have power to disfranchise a whole county— 
is to give a construction to the law which we are 
not willing to give it. How easy it would be, 
under that construction, for probate judges to de- 
feat the whole purpose of the Government? How 
easy to revolutionize the politics of the Territory? 
How easy to have a Lecislature elected that would 
frame a code of laws to suit their own private 


| opinions, in disregard of public sentiment, by re- 
| fusing to give notice in a few of the 


important 


counties? Will gentlemen say that these subor- 


| dinate officers hold the richts of whole counties 


in the hollow of their hands, and that they may 
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Now I | and except its legitimate legal substance, and that || make or unmake officers, enfranchise or disfran- 


chise whole communities? It matters not wheth- 
er the officer gave notice— it wasa matter merely 
directory. ‘The ‘people had the power in their 
own hands, and when they held their election, 
the act was theirs in the capacity of citizens and 
freemen; and unless there is some wrong done, 
their voice must be heard—it must be regarded, 
and their vote must be counted. 

‘There is another question involved in relation 
to the county of Richardson, which I will briefly 
notice. ltisclaimed that some nineteen or twenty 
—the evidence is not clear as to the actual num- 
ber—residents of an Indian reservation voted in 
this election; and that they were not-entitled to 
vote. ‘This reservation is made by the tenth ar- 
ticle of atreaty concluded on the 15th dayof Jaly, 
\. D., 1830, with the Otoes, Omahas, Torras, 
Yancton and Santee bands of the Sioux, which 
tenth article is in the following words: 

“The Omahas, [owas, and Otoes, for themselves, and 
in behalf of the Yancton and Santee bands of the Sioux, 
having earnestly requested that they might be permitted to 
make some provisions for their half-breeds, and partic 
ularly that they might bestow upon them the tract of coun 


try 


v within the following limits, fhere follows a desc ription 
of the boundaries, ] it is agreed that the half-breeds of said 
tribes and bands shall be suffered to occupy said tract of 
land, holding it in the same manner and by the same title 

ther Indian titles are held; but the President of the 
United States may hereafter assign to any of the said half 
breeds, to be held by him or them in fee-simple, any portion 
or tract not exceeding a section of six hundred and forty 
acres to each individual.’ 

Now, I understand this matter of Indian tide 
to be a very simple one. They hold under this 
irticle of the treaty in common, until the land is 
assigned to them in severalty. There is no treaty 
with the half-breeds; the treaty is with these 
bands of the Soux. There is no nationality in 
one of theoccupants. He and the others oc upy 
In common, no one having a Separate estate, but 
all holding under the ordinary Indian title. This 
IS a matter in fee; it passes to them and their 
heirs. ‘There is this only in Indian titles to dis- 
tinguish them from others; the parties have not 
the power to sell without the permission of the 
Government. ‘They have a fee in the land, with 
no power to sell without the permission of Gov 
ernment. They cannot sell to other nations; 
they cannot sell toindividuals. ‘That is the only 
limitation. ‘They are merely landed proprietors, 
and hold in common subject to the right of the 
President, when he may see fit, for any reason, 
to assign them tracts in severalty; and when those 
tracts are assigned to them in severalty, they hold, 
and may dispose of them, as property is generally 
held and disposed of, 

Hlow, then, can it be that persons who occupy 
that land are not entitled to vote? These persons 
cannot sell their lands, but they can permit men 
to occupy them. They can lease them and per- 
mit them to be farmed. The only limitation is 
that the Government holds over their heads a 
preémption, and the Government will not permit 
them to convey their lands in fee-simple; but they 
have a right to occupy them by themselves or by 
their tenants. Now, I cannot see any valid rea- 
son why persons occupying those lands should 
not be permitted to vote. Itis claimed that under 
the act of 1834, regulating intercourse with the 
Indians, they are excluded from votine. But 
there is no provision of that kind in the act. You 
have got to interpolate not only words, but sub- 
stance in that act, to exclude them. And it 
requires a violent construction of that act to 
apply it to any organized —— for at the 
time of its passage it was expressly excluded, 
in its operation, from the Territory of Arkansas, 
and from evey Territory and State government 
then within the United States. It was conter- 
plated in that act that only the lands in the unor- 
ganized portion of the Government should be 
regulated by it. Itis true that it gives the Indian 
agents, the officers of the Government of the 
United States, the power to expel persons who 
settle upon the Indian lands, and the act was de- 
signed to protect the Indians against trespassers; 
but there is no provision which attaches any such 
severe penalty as the loss of suffrage upon a man 
thus tresnabsine. 

Mr. JEWETT. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. JEWETT. I would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio if he recollects of any sale ever having 
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been made, by the sanction of the Executive of | 


the United States, by the half-breed Indians on 
this reserved land? 
Mr. WATSON. On this reserve? 
Mr.JEWETT. On their reserved lands. The 
question is, does the gentleman know of any sale 
having been made under the treaty which the 
gentleman has read ? 


Mr. WATSON. I will answer the gentleman, 


that there was a half-breed tract lying upon the | 
Mississippi river, in the State of lowa, that they | 


did sell. 

Mr. JEWETT. The gentleman does not an- 
swer the question. The question was confined 
to the Territory of Netaiian. 

Mr. WATSON. I know of no sales having 
been made in the Territory of Nebraska; nor do 
I suppose that it would have been competent to 
make a sale on the part of the Indians, unless em- 
powered by the President of the United States to 
do so. I suppose that the Government, until par- 
tition is made, held the right of preémption to 
those lands. 

But admit these people to have been trespassers: 

et this was in the Territory of Nebraska. ‘The 
Sale formed a part of the Territory, and there 
is no act, or any part of any act, that I can find, 
which excludes it from the Territory of Ne- 
braska. Being there, then, these people were 
inhabitants of the Territory, within the meaning 
of the law; and when they became inhabitants, 
all the rights and all the privileges of inhabitants 
of that Territory attached to them; and, admit- 
ting them to have been trespassers, they did not 
forfeit their rights as inhabitants. 


Suppose any one of us had owned this tract, | 


and had owned it by purchase or by grant from 
the Government: we would have owned it in fee- 
simple; and the only difference between the sup- 


ave been a little higher than that of the Indians, 


and our right a little more perfect, and we could | 
If any man went | 


have sold and disposed of it. 
and settled upon lands thus situated, he would 


be a trespasser, and though the Indian agent or | 


United States marshal could not go and expel 
him, yet you, l, or the owner, could do so before 
a justice of the peace, and call in the aid of the 
constable, because we could resort to the sum- 
mary remedy of forcible entry and detainer. In 


after judgment obtained before a secondar 
cone and in the other the officers of the United 
States could expel him upon sight. 
in the one case as much as in the other. 
for that reason, exclude from voting every man 
in the Territory of Nebraska who is a tres- 


passer, you will exclude a great portion of the 


inhabitants of the Territory. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 
man from Ohio whether the authorities of the 
Territory of Nebraska exercise any civil juris- 
diction over that reserve ? 

Mr. WATSON. 1 will say to the gentleman 
from Arkansas that I have understood, though it 
does not appear in the case, that they have. They 
have granted a ferry charter. 
all similar reserves have jurisdiction exercised 
over them = the States, or by the Territories, in 
which they lie. The section of country where I 
live is dotted all around with reserves. 
a reserve, in behalf of the Wyandots, eighteen 
by twelve miles in width. It was a reserve laid 
out by a treaty with them as a nation; and 
our State has always exercised jurisdiction there, 
rendered judgment, sent out executions, collected 
them, and punished for crimes committed by the 
Wyandots themselves. There are several other 
reserves resembling this—some small ones granted 
to families. There is a section there granted to 


THE 


| clause excluding these reservations from your | 
If the States or Territories do not | 


But he loses | 
lf you, 


1 would ask the gentle- || 


| 
| 
| 
| 


We have | 


| 


} 


a family of the name of McCulloch; there-is | 


another granted to another family; and another 
to « boy known as the Cherokee boy. There 
are a number of these reservations—some larger, 
and some smaller—and the State has always ex- 
ercised jurisdiction overthem. In respect to this 
reservation in behalf of the half-breeds of lowa, 


there never was, as I am informed, any doubt | Now, this refers to one class of reservations, 


about the exercise of jurisdiction in the Territory 
prior to its organization as a State; and the State 
overnment has always exercised jurisdiction. 
do not see how you canexcludeit. You fix the 
boundaries of your Territories, and where is the 


|| points of the case—and was, as I learn, the 
| understand that | f 


| Mr. WATSON. 
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|| jurisdiction ? 
|| exercise jurisdiction, where is the power? These 
|| occupants have no sovereignty; they are not 
|| organized as a State or Territory; 
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| 


and they are | 


no more a sovereignty than ere A B, C D, or | 


E F, by name. A grant of land does not neces- 


sarily carry sovereignty with it. The right of | 


empire must lie in that Territory. 
place else where it can be deposited. 


There is no || 
It was in | 
the General Government until the territorial or- || 


ranization, and then it was transferred to the | 
territorial authorities; and unless it is deposited | 


there, there is no such thing as the right of sov- || 


ereignty in it. 
Mr. STEPHENS. In the bill organizing Kan- 


sas and Nebraska ‘Territories, jurisdiction over | 


these Indian reservations was expressly excluded. 
Mr. WATSON. Have you gotthe act there? 
Mr. STEPHENS. I have not. 


All the trea- 
ties made by the Government with the Indians | 


were to be Kept strictly in foree, and nothing in | 


these bills gave any jurisdiction inconsistent with | 


the treaty, or with the rights of the Indians. 
That is my recollection. As to the jurisdiction 


of Ohio over the Wyandots, I know nothing of || 
that; but | do remember very well, that a serious | 


difficulty arose in my own State—Georgia—when 


she attempted to extend her jurisdiction over In- | 


dian tribes. It was a question for the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and that court decided 


that Georgia had no right to extend jurisdiction | 


over these tribes. 1 will here express no opinion 


| upon that point. Georgia did retain her jurisdic- | 


tion in criminal matters over these Indian tribes, 
and soon afterwards they were removed. 

In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, I 

| will state that, as far as I can see, the territorial 


over these Indian reservations. They did not 
even embrace them in the census returns. 


residents on these Indian reservations were not 
to be included, and some who were included 


claimed their privileges, and refused to pay taxes 


to the territorial authorities. 
| Mr. WATSON. Whetherthey be recognized 
|or not, Mr. Speaker, by the territorial authori- 


_ties—whether they be required to perform the || 


! || duties of good citizens or not—does not, I take || 
either case he is a trespasser, and in the one | 


case the minister of the law would expel him, |! 
tri- | 


| it, settle this question. It is one of plain law, 
perform their duty, does not affect the construc- 
tion which we are to give these laws. 
know of any act that has been exercised there, 
with the exception of granting this ferry charter, 
; and that Il only have from information. Ido not 


é | authorities have abstained from all jurisdiction | 
— case and the other is, that our estate would || 


[nthe | 


census papers, directions were issued that the || 
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cinntiietat ’ 
the territorial limits. What is the necessary ;_ 
ference? That all other reservations are included, 
That was the meaning of the act, and the inten. 
tion of the law-making power, that every kind 
of reservation should be included save this 

class. ” 

Then there can be nothing in this act 
ean be nothing in the act of 1834, there 
nothing in the legal relations of the parties, eithes 
to the community or to each other, which epyjq 
exclude these persons. They are inhabitants og 
| the Territory—trespassers if you please, erin. 
| inals if you please; but yet, until they are eon. 

victed of an infamous crime which would depriye 
| them of the right of suffrage, they can come ther 

and exercise that right. A man may be thers 
dealing in contraband goods with the Indiang 
| He may be there keeping a gambling-house, [, 

may be violating law and good morals; but giijj 
he has not forfeited his right to vote. He ig gy 
inhabitant of the Territory; has been there the 
time required by law, and has a right to claim his 
suffrage as a part of his manhood; and no party 
can exclude hmm from the exercise of that rig}; 
‘until he shall have lost it by conviction for ay 
infamous offense. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, we have 
deemed it proper to count these votes; and on the 
whole count there is no controversy as to who 
‘| has the majority. The count gives to the cop. 
| testant a majority, small, it is true, but a clear 
/one—an undisputed one—a majority of thirteey, 
Under that state of the vote, how we could ex. 
|| clude him from taking his seat here as rightfully 
|| as the rest of us, [ cannot tell. , 


1 ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I have risen to ask the 
general consent of the House to take up the joint 
| resolution of the Senate fixing a day for fina! 
adjournment. I hope there will be no objection, 
If there is, L shall move a suspension of the rules. 
| I think it is time to take some action upon that 
| resolution. 

Mr. SAGE. I object. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina if it is his intention to take 
the resolution up and dispose of it in its present 


’ there 
can be 








|| shape, or to amend it by fixing some day in the 


and whether the territorial officers did or did not || 


I do not} 


future such as the House shall see fit to determ- 
| ine on? 


Mr. CLINGMAN. My object is to allow the 


|| resolution to come up, and then there will be, 


profess to be well informed in regard to this, nor | 
do I think it touches the question, either one way | 


| or the other. 


| They were all counted for members, both of the 
| Council and of the House. 
| Now I will call the attention of the House to 
| the provision in the Kansas-Nebraska act which 
| the gentleman speaks of, for it forms one of the 
| 
istory of the case—originally the ground of ex- 
clusion. It provides: 
| That nothing in this act contained shall be construed 
| to impair the rights of person or property now pertaining 
| to the Indians in said Territory, so long as such rights shall 
| remain unextinguished by treaty between the United States 
| and such Indians, or to inelude any territory which, by 
treaty with any Indian tribes, is not, without the consent of 
said tribes, to be included within the territorial limits or 
| jurisdiction of the State or Territory.’’ 

Mr. STEPHENS. That is the section I re- 
| ferred to; and there every Indian reservation is 
| expressly excluded, unless the consent of the In- 
| dian tribes shall be first given. 

I do not so understand it, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then read it again. 

Mr. WATSON, (reading:) 


—‘‘or to include any territory which, by treaty with any 
Indian tribes, is not, without the consent of said tribes, to 
| be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of 
the State or Territory.” 


| 
| 
| 
| 


}and the language is too precise to be without 


| meaning. 


If there be a reservation there which, 





It is true, however, as I under- |} 
stand it, thata portion of these votes were counted, | 


by the provisions of the treaty, the Government | 
| has bound itself not to include in any State or |! 


| Territory, then such reservation is excluded from || Bennett, Benson, Billinghuret, 


| | suppose, two or three propositions to fix differ- 
| ent days. They can all be voted on, and if none 
of them are agreed on, no harm wiil be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means [ see is absent. | 
think it was his intention to make some remarks 
upon this resolution when it came up. I hope, 
therefore, the gentleman from North Carolina 
will not press his motion at this time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the resolution comes 
up there will be an opportunity for the gentleman 
from Ohio to make any proposition he may have 
to make. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The appropriation bills are 
all special orders. 

Mr. HAVEN demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Ciinemay’s 
motion; and there were—yeas 107, nays 57; 3 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bing 
ham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chafice, 
Bayard Ciarke, Bzra Clark, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, 
Davidson, De Witt, Diekson, Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, 
Elliott, Etheridge, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Goode, 
Granger, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Harlan, ‘Thomas L. 
Harris, Haven, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Knig!', 
Knox, Lake, Leiter, Leteher, Lumpkin, Alexander }- 
Marshall, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Me* 
cham, Smith Miller, Moore, Mo » Mott, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricand, Ritehie, 
Rivers, Ruffin, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, ‘Talbott, Tay- 
lor, Todd, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Waree, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wi!- 
liams, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—1". 

NAYS—Messre. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, flenry 
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ee { 
P , av "yr 
bet, S asians Emrie, Evans, Robert B. Hall, Thomas R. | 
; aan Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Matteson, Killian 
— er ‘Millson, Morrill, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, | 
ee pike, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Pe . Seort, Sherman, Simmons, William R. Smith, Stran- | 
- Pe Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Wakeman, 
W br iqve, Waldron, Watson, Wells, Whitey, and Wood- 
ah . ="? , | 
worth—v"- , F 
So (two thirds not having voted in the affirma- | 


nve) the rules were not suspended. 
Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. CRAWFORD stated that his colleague, | 
Mr. Coss, of Georgia, had paired off with Mr. | 
Day until Monday next. | 
Mr. LETCHER stated that Mr. Fauiener 
had paired off with Mr. Wasnsurne, of Wis- 
(ONIr, A. K. MARSHALL stated that his col- | 
learue, Mr. Swore, had paired off with Mr. 


Grow for this day. 


Mr. HOUSTON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Hares, of Alabama, had paired off with Mr. 


CampseLt, of Pennsylvania, until this day week. | 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE HUDSON RIVER. 


Mr. SAGE asked the unanimous consent of | 
the House that the Committee of Ways and 
Means be discharged from the further considera- 


tion of the bill of the House (No. 120) to improve | 
the channel of the Hudson river above and below | 


\lbany, but not above Troy, New York. 


Mr. LETCHER, Mr. HOUSTON, and others, | 


obiected. 
\ir. SAGE moved to suspend the rules. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 


the negative—yeas 73, nays 87; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bliss, Broom, Bufiinton, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragm, 
Cumback, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dunn, Edwards, Etheridge, Eustis, Granger, 


J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Kelsey, | 


Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lindley, 
Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pelton, Pennington, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, 
Spinner, Stranahan, Thorington, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, 


Waldron, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, | 


Wood, and Woodworth-—-73. 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Barksdale, Bell, Hend- | 


ley S. Bennett, Binghaim, Bradshaw, Brenton, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Johu P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Ezra Clark, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cullen, Damrell, Davidson, Dowdell, Durfee, Elliott, 
Emrie, Evans, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Goode, Green- 
wood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Meacham, 
Smith Miller, Miilson, Moore, Morrill, Packer, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Powell, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 


livers, Roberts, Ruffin, Sabin, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. | 
Sinith, William R. Smith, Stanton, Stewart, Talbott, Tap- | 


pan, Taylor, ‘Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Walbridge, 


Warner, Whitney, Williams, Daniel B. Wright, and John 


V. Wright—87. 


So (two thirds not having voted in the affirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. STANTON asked the unanimous consent 
of the Elouse to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: 


Resolved, That the daily hour of meeting of the House 
shall be at eleven o’clock a. m., until otherwise ordered. 
_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tion of order. I ask what has become of the 
Nebraska contested-election case, which was 
before the House this morning. 

The SPEAKER. It was superseded by a 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES. Well, | submit whether it was 


in order to move to suspend the rules while that | 
question was pending before the House? The | 


Chair will see, by looking at the rules, that when 
any business whatever is before the House, no 
mouons are in order except the motion to adjourn, 
the motion to lay on the table, the motion to 
postpone, &c. 
to postpone this election case until to-morrow; 
but I submit that it was not in order to move to 
take up any other business until that was disposed 
of in some way. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions reported 
by the Committee of Elections were in order 





yells Colfax, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Denver, | 


) || while the election case is before the House. 
Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays. | 


I rise to a ques- || 


Now, sir, it was in order to move | 
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motion was made to suspend the rules, and the || 

| practice of the House has been to receive the 
motion on Monday. 

| Mr. JONES. But the Chair will find, if he | 
will turn to the rule, that when any business is 

| before the House, no motion shall be in order | 
except a motion to adjourn, a motion to lay on | 
the table, &c. No other motions whatever are in 
order except those there enumerated. 

| The SPEAKER. The motions to which the | 
gentleman from Tennessee refers, apply to every 
question that is before the House. But there is 
also a rule which makes it competent for the 
| House on this day to suspend the rules. 

|} Mr. JONES. I hold that the business before || 
the House must be gotton out of the way before 
any motion to suspend the rules can be enter- | 
tained. I ask for the reading of the rule. 

The 46th rule was read, as follows: 

‘© When a question is under debate, no motion shall be | 
received but to adjourn, to lie on the table, for the previous | 
question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit or amend, | 
to pospone indefinitely ; which several motions shall have 
precedence in the order in which they are arranged, and 
no mouon to postpone to a day certain, to commit, or to 
postpone indefinitely, being decided, shall again be allowed 


on the same day and at the same stage of the bill or proposi 
tion.”’ 


if nothing had intervened to prevent; but the | 
' 
| 


Mr. JONES. Now, sir, that rule declares that | 
no motion shall be entertained when a question | 
is under debate, except such as are there men- 
tioned. I hold, therefore, that under the 46th 
rule a motion to suspend the rules is not in order | 

The SPEAKER. The 46th rule operates upon 
the business of the House in every day’s session 

except that of Monday. On Monday the rules | 
|| allow motions to suspend the rules to be made, 
| and the rule applies to questions of privilege as 
well as to those of any other character. 

Mr. JONES. I submit this question to the | 
House 
Mr. STANTON. I call the gentleman from 
Tennessee to order. 
Mr. JONES. lam stating a question of order. 

I submit this question to the House: Suppose | 
|| the House suspends the rules, and the resolution 
|| of the gentleman from Ohio is fairly before the | 
| House: would it be in order then to make an- 
other motion to suspend the rules before that | 
| resolution was disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. It would not bein order. | 

Mr. JONES. Well, sir, the effect is precisely 
the same, whether the question comes before the | 
House in one way oranother. Whenevera ques- 
tion is fairly before the House, it is not compe- 
tent for the Speaker to entertain any motion 
|| except those enumerated in the 46th rule. 

The SPEAKER. The practical effect of the 
construction given to the rules by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, would be to prevent any motion 
being submitted to suspend the rules, for there is 

| never a moment that something is not before the 
| House. The uniform practice has been to receive 
|} motions to suspend the rules on Monday, and 
|| the Chair thinks it is obligatory on him to enter- | 
|| tain the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 
| Mr. JONES. What is before the House now 
‘| but the Nebraska contested-election case ? 
| The SPEAKER. That is the question in | 
| order. 

Mr. JONES. Then no motion has precedence 

of that question until itis disposed of. It isa 





The SPEAKER. The Chair, this morning, 
| called the States for resolutions under the rule. 


up a question of privilege. The gentleman from 
|| North Carolina, |Mr. Cimeman,] obtaining the 
| floor regularly, interrupted the question of privi- 
lege by a motion for a suspension of the rules. 





Mr. JONES. If amotion be made to suspend 
he rules of the House, and a question of privi- 
ege is called up, does not the latter question take 

recedence, for the reason that questions of privi- 
fe e take precedence of all other propositions? 

The SPEAKER. A question of privilege rests 


— 


| to move a suspension of the rules. 
; 
' 
' 





} 
| on a rule of the House; and if the House chooses 
| so to do, it has the power on this day to suspend 


| that, as well as other rules. This 1s a question 


under the rules of the House as a matter of priv- || for the discretion of the House, and not for the 


ilege, and would have been decided by the House, 


decision of the Chair. 


} drew Oliver, Packex, 
| age, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 


| 
with Mr. Briss, 


| question of privilege. }} 


{ 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Watson} called | 


| The Chair holds that, on this day, it is in order | 
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Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see is in error in this parucular. I[t would be in 
order to object to receiving any es out 
of order; but when the rules have been suspended 
for that purpose, the proposition must be cgn- 
sidered. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. Is 
there objection to the introduction of the resolu- 
tion? — 

Mr. RUFFIN. Yes, sir, I object. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the rules be 
suspended that the resolution may be introduced 
and adopted; and on that motion I ask the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


the aflirmative—yeas 110, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bishop, bradshaw, Brenton, Buftinton, Bur- 
net, Cadwalader, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, 
Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Coifax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Craw 
ford, Cumback, Damrel!, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dunu, Edmundson, Edw ards, Eliott, 
Emrie, Etheridge, Evans, Foster, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
ger, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
Haven, Thomas R. Iforton, Valentine B. Horton, Kelsey, 
Kennett, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, 
Leiter, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, 
Killian Miller, Millsou, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Perry, 
Petit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ritchie, Robbing, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stewart, 
Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Plorington, Trafton, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Etiihu B. 
Washburne, Watson, Wood, and Woodworth—1! 10, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley §, 
Bennett, John P. Carapbell, Cullen, Denver, Dowdell, 
Eustis, Florence, Goode, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, 
George W. Jones, J..Gianey Jones, Kelly, Knox, Letcher, 
Lindley, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Meacham, An- 
Pelton, Phelps, Roberts, Ruffin, Sav- 





Stephens, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Vail, War- 
ner, Israel Washbuyn, Daniel B. Wright, and John VY. 
W nght—45. 

So the rules were suspended, two thirds voting 
in the affirmative 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. SCOTT atated that Mr. Harrison was 
too unwell to be'in attendance on the sessions of 


| the House. 


Mr. JEWETT stated that he had paired off 
and therefore could not vote. 

Mr. THORINGTON stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Haut, had* paired off with Mr. Hottoway 
for the present week. 

Mr. STANTON. I call forthe previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion, that I may submit an amendment to the 
resolution. 

Mr. STANTON. 
amendment? 

Mr.CRAIGEK. That the daily sessions of this 

| House comme ace hereafter at nine, a. m.; and that 
the Speaker of this House, and the President pro 
tempore of the Senate adjourn their respective 
bodies sine die on the 28th of July instant. 

Mr. STANTON. I cannot withdraw the call 
| for that purpose. 
Mr. TODD. 
laid on the table. 
| Mr. EUSTIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

| ‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
| ‘The question was taken; and the House refused 
to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the call for the previous question, in 
order that I may submit an amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. What is your amendment? 
i} Mr. GREENWOOD. It is as follows: 


| Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
|| pro tempore of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of 
|| Representatives, adjourn sine die their respective Houres on 
Monday, the llth dey of August next, attwelve o'clock, m. 


|! Mr. STANTON. I cannot withdraw the call, 
| for amendments to fix the day of the adjourn- 
| ment of the session. 

|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

|| Move to suspend the rules, for the purpose of 
| taking up the Senate resolution fixing the day 
j 
} 


What is the nature of the 


1 move that the resolution be 


[s it in order io 


| of adjournment of the session? 
The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 
| Mr. JONES. For what reason? 

The SPEAKER. Because the resolution be- 
|| fore the House is up for consideration under & 
|}; suspension of the sin and it is the uniform 
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practice of the House not to entertain a motion 
to suspend the rules under such circumstances. 

Mr. JONES. The uniform practice of this 
session. 

"Lhe previous question Was s¢ conded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. LETCHER. If I were to move to recon- 
sider the vote ordering the main question to be 
put, would I have a right to debate the proposi- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. If the House review its 
proceedings, and then refuse to order the previous 
question, it will be competent for the gentleman 
to de vate the proposition. 

Mr. LETCHER, I call forthe yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 128, nays 37; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben 
nett, Hendley 8. Beanett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruth 
ers, Caskie, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Williamson 
kt. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Craw 
ford, Cumback, Dasmrell, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, 
ENiou, Emrie; English, Etheridge, Evans, Foster, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. 
Morrison Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Hiorton, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Kidwell, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Leiter, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
Marshall, Matteson, Killian Miller, Millson, Moore, Mor 


gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, | 


Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Pur 
year, Quitman, Reade, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, 


Subin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. | 


Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stew 
art, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, ‘Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, 
"I'rippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Warner, Ellinu B. Washburne, Watson, Welch, 
Whitney, Williams, Wood, and Woodworth—123s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, John P. 
Campbell, Denver, Eustis, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Knox, Letcher, 
Lindley, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, 
Andrew Oliver, Packer, Pelton, Pennington, Phelps, Ri 
eaud, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, 
Todd, Vail, Israel] Washburn, Wells, Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright—J7. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that on this question 
he had paired off with Mr. Hueustron, who was 
in favor of the resolution, whilst he (Mr. F.) was 
against it. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. JONES. Is the resolution adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. JONES. And the House meets at eleven 
o’clock hereafter ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to call the attention of the 
Speaker and members of the Elouse to the first 
rule, and to say, that an observance of the require- 
ments of its provisions will be insisted on. 

The rule was read, and is as follows: 

** He [the Speaker] shall take the chair every day pre 
cisely at the hour to which the House shall have adjourned 
on the preceding day; shall immediately call the members 
to order; and,on the appearance of a quorum, shall cause 
the Journal of the preceding day to be read.’ 


will be attended to. 
The motion to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table was then agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicks, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following tides: 

An act to amend an act, passed December 31, 
1792, enutled ‘‘An act concerning the registering 
and recording of ships or vessels;’’ and " 

An act making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Delaware breakwater. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a resolution 
providing for the adjournment of the two Houses 
of Congress sine die on the 11th day of August 
next, at twelve o’clock, m.; in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report back from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, a bill to establish a 
uniform rule of naturalization, with a substitute 


Stephens, Talbott, Taylor, | 


: ; 7 
therefor, and ask that it be referred to the Com- |! 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and printed. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, a bill (H. R. No. 165) 
to establish a uniform rule of naturalization, and 
to repeal all acts heretofore passed and now in 


force upon that subject; which was referred to the | 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and with the substitute ordered to 
printed. 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, obtained the floor. 
Mr. PENNINGTON. I rise to a privileged 
question. I desire to call up the motion to re- 


re 
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be | 


consider the vote by which a bill (H. R. No. a3, | 
to provide for carrying into effect the first article | 


of the treaty between the United States and her 
Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, of the 15th day of 
June, 1856, was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Smirn] was assigned the floor, and 
the gentleman from New Jersey cannot take the 
floor from him to call up that motion. 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
just sent to us a joint resolution, fixing the day 
of adjournment on the 11th of August. 


now for consideration. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. SMITH. Then I move to suspend the 
rules for that purpose. 

The joint resolution of the Senate was then 


_ read, and is as follows: 


Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring.) 


The Senate have | 


I ask the | 
unanimous consent of the House to take it up | 


That the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the | 


House of Representatives, adjourn their respective Houses 
sine die on Monday, the Lith of August next, at twelve 
o’clock, meridian. 

Mr. DUNN. Iwill send to the Clerk’s desk 
an amendment to the Senate resolution, which I 
propose to offer at the proper time, and ask that 
it may be read for information. 


No objection being made, the proposed amend- | 


ment was read, and is as follows: 

Provided, That on or before that day an act shall have 
passed both branches of Congress, and received the exec 
utive sanction, for the settlement of the troubles in Kansas ; 


und which shall contain, amongst its provisions, one reés- | 


tablishing, in terms or in substance, in said Territory, and 
also in the Territory of Nebraska, the restriction against 
slavery as it was imposed by the eighth section of the act 


of the 6th of March, 1820, whereby the State of Missouri | 


Was admitted into the Union. 


Mr. MEACHAM. 


formation. 
Mr. DEAN. Icall forthe yeas and nays upon 
the motion to suspend the rules. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. MEACHAM. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. The resolution of the 


It was only read for information. 


I send to the Clerk’s desk | 
an amendment, which l ask to have read for in- | 


I ask that the amendment | 
| which I have sent up may be read for information. | 
| L only ask exactly what was granted to the gen- | 
| tleman from Indiana. 
The SPEAKER. The requirement of the rule || : ; ; 
| gentleman from Indiana is not before the House. 


Mr. MEACHAM. Well, Lask that my amend- | 


ment may be read. 


Mr. SHORTER. I object. [Criesof ‘* No,’”’ 


“é No. a 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
amendment cannot be read. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the gentleman ob- 


July 21, 


The amendment was then read, and is as ¢, le 
lows: 

Resolved, (The Senate concurring,) that this Congress take 
arecess from the 4th of August to the 20th day of Octo: 
1856, provided that no extra mileage be paid any member. 
orany per diem during the recess. oy 

The question was then taken; and it was dp. 
cided in the aflirmative—yeas 120, nays 46; 
follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennoy 
Jenson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Brentoy’ 
Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Cadwalader, Joby »’ 
Campbell, Cariile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragjy’ 
Craige, Crawford, Cumback, Davidson, Timothy Davis, 2 
Vitt, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, Elliott, Engijsp 
Etheridge, Eustis, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Giher,’ 
Goode, Granger, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Thora; 
L. Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Jewer 
George W. Joues. Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Kidwell, Kins 
Knight, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexay 
der K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Maxwei, 
MeCarty, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Killian Miller. 
Smith Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray. 
Nichols, Norton, Packer, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Por r, 
Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, Riv, rs, 
Rutlin, Sage, Savage, Sherman, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stey 
art, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, ‘Todd, Trippe, 
Wade, Wakeman, Warner, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israe; 
Washburn, Watkins, Williams, Woodworth, Daniel p, 
Wright, and John V. Wright—120. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Bishop, Bradshaw, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson 
Damrell, Dean, Denver, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, Evans. 
Galloway, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Valentine B. Horton, 
Knapp, Knowlton, Millson, Parker, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Purvianece, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, 
Scott, Simmons, William R. Smith, Stranahan, Thoring 
ton, T'raiton, Valk, Walbridge, Waldron, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, and Whitney—46. 

So two thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended, and the resolution was taken 
from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I call for the pre- 
vious question on the resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope it will be 
voted down. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. ‘I ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw the call 
for the previous question, that 1 may move an 
amendment, making the day of adjournment two 
weeks from to-day, and then let the House vote 
on both the days named. 

Mr. SMITH. I cannot withdraw the call, for 
I am satisfied that it would only result in the loss 
of time. 

The question being on seconding the previous 
question, the Speaker on a division announced— 


ag 


| ayes 64, noes 87. 


"Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for tellers. 

Mr. SMITH. I withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, so as to let the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Wasusurne]} submit his proposi- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The vote has been taken, 
and tellers have been called. The gentleman, 
therefore, cannot withdraw his call for the pre- 
vious question except by unanimous consent. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wasu- 
bURNE, Of Illinois, and PHEeips were appointed. 

Mr. DUNN. Is it in order, at this time, to 
move to lay the whole subject on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I make the motion; and 


| on that I ask the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


| the negative—yeas 54, nays 105; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Bishop, Bradshaw, Broom, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Clawson, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, 
Evans, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Kennett, Knapp, Knowl- 


|} ton, Lake, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millson, Morrill, Mott, 


jects, is it not the right of the House to decide | 


the question whether or not it shall be read? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I do not understand 
that the House is to take any vote upon the 


L do not object myself, but I 
want the action ef the House upon the matter 
oe 


The SPEAKER. The rule of the House is 


Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Stranahan, Thorington, Trafton, Valk, 
Waibridge, Waldron, Watson, Welch, Wells, Wood, and 


| Woodworth—54. 


| amendment, and I suppose it is the right of any || 
| member to object. 


that, where a paper relates to a question before | 


the House, the reading of it can be called for by 
any single member; t 
a paper. 


but this is not exactly such | 


I move that the amend- 
ment be read to the House for information. 
The motion was agreed to. 


' 


| shall, Matteson, 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
| Oliver, Packer, Peck, P 


NAYS—Messts. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Brenton, Buffinton, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra 


| Clark, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, 


Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson,. Timothy 


| Davis, Denver, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, 


English, Etheridge, Eustis, Florence, Foster, Giddings, 


| Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, 


Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, 


| Kelsey, Kidwell, King, Knight, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, 


Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith 


helps, Powell, Pringle, Quitman, 
Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruflin, Savage, Shorter, Samuel! A- 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, 
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14 1 rippe, Wade, Wakeman, Warner, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Williams, John V. 
Wr ght, and Zollicofter—105. 


So the House refused to lay the whole subject 





? 
table 


she previous question, on which tellers had been 
ordered. 7 
The tellers resumed their places. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I appeal to the 


vontleman from Tennessee to withdraw the call 
a the previous question, in order that I may 

evbmit an amendment to the resolution. 

; M r, SMITH. The House is dividing. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 

ay submit an amendment. 

Mr. SMITH declined to withdraw the call. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is impossible for us to 


— = 


fnish the business of the country in the time | 
Cod 
« ed. 
The House divideds and the tellers reported— 
‘ 3 67, no s SU. 


So the previous question was not seconded. 
Pending the announcement of the vote, 
Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know whether, 
if the House adjourn now, this subject will come 
up to-morrow ¢ 

[he vote was here announced as above. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, addressed the 
Chair. 
The SPEAKER, (to Mr. McMctum.) The 


House having negatived the call for the previous 


question, the resolution is left before the House: | 


and the Chair is of opinion that, inasmuch as the 
House has suspended its rules for the purpose of 
considering the resolution at this time, it will, if 
the House adjourn now, be the first matter in 
order at the session to-morrow. 

Mr. McMULLIN. SolI suppose, and there- 
fore | move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Isubmit that the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. MceMutuy] rose before 
the Chair stated the vote, and that consequently, 
the floor having been assigned to me, he cannot 
take it and move to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 


that the gentleman from Virginia is not entitled | 


to the floor for the purpose of moving an adjourn- 
ment. The gentleman addressed the Chair be- 


fore the vote was announced, making an inquiry, 
which has been replied to; but the gentleman 


from Ohio had been previously recognized. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 move to amend the reso- 


luiion by striking out ** the 11th day of August, 
and inserting ** ‘Tuesday, the 2d of September. ”’ 
I desire to state, ina very few words, my reasons 
for submitting this amendment; and I wish to 
call the attention of the House and of the country 
to the condition of the business which is now be- 
ore the body, and to the circumstances by which 
his House has been surrounded from the 3d of 
December. Two and a half months of the time 
were thrown away in the organization of the 
House. The regular appropriation bills have 
been reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and special orders have been made for 
them for nearly four months. But few of them 
have been acted upon for the reason that ques- 
tions of privilege have arisen, which have con- 
sumed the time of the House. 

Why, sir, we have not yet determined who are 
members of this body; and, nevertheless, two 
thirds have voted to adjourn, and go home with- 
out doing the business of their constituents, and 
without being able to tell them who are the reg- 
ularly-elected members. 
£0 to my constituents with a tale of that kind. 
Some important improvement bills have been 
passed, interesting to particular sections of the 
country, and all the other sections of the country 
have been entirely neglected. I know there are 
gentlemen here who have charge of very import- 
ant bills for works of internal improvement ren- 
dered necessary by the interests of commerce, and 
who have been unable to have them considered 
at all, for the reason that these higher questions 
of privilege have overridden all other slanste of 
business. I hold that it is unjust to other sec- 
tions of the country if, after having passed these 
bills, gentlemen shall not have an opportunity of 
bringing these questions before the body for con- 
sideration. 


‘ 
i 
T 


5 ; : oa» {| 
Stewart, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, 


The question recurred on seconding the call for 


I desire to have the de- 
| for the previous question recalled, so that | 


| posst ssion of the floor. 
man from Ohio states that he called the previous | 


Now I am unwilling to | 
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Gentlemen tell us that their elections are coming 
on, and that therefore we should adjourn. Sir, 
let the elections take care of themselves at home. 
I call on the members of the House of Ri present- 
atives to stand up faithfully and industriously 
in the discharge of the duties which have been 
assigned to them until the 4th of next March. 
We have no appropriation bills before the Senate. 
Many of the important bills are unacted upon in 
the Committee of the Whole in this House. The 
privileged questions involved in this contested- 
election case will, I am informed by the chairman 
of the Committee of Elections, take up most of 
the time of this week, and part of the next week, 
if notall, On Fridays and Saturdays you have 
provided, bya resolution which you cannot over- 
come without a two thirds vote on Monday, that 
the business of the Court of Claims shall be at- 
tended to. The days assigned to the Committee 
of Waysand Means, under the resolution making 
a special order, are Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays; and looking forward with the inform- 
ation I have, I cannot see that that committee 
will have a day for the consideration of their 
business prior to the llth of August. And if this 
House takes the responsibility of forcing an ad- 
journment on that day, let the responsibility rest 
onthe House, and not on the Committee of Ways 
and Means, who, in the discharge of the duties 
incumbent on them, have long since reported the 
appropriation bills to this House. I shake off the 
responsibility of any such adjournment, and I 
throw it upon the House. 

I do not believe that it is possible to do the or- 
dinary business of the session which is pressing 
upon us, and which the necessities of the public 
require should be transacted, before the 2d of Sep- 
tember. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. HAVEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the geritleman from Ohio to demand the 
previous question until the floor had been assigned 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I certainly moved the pre- 


I demand the previous 


|| vious question before taking my seat. That was 


my intention. 


Mr. DUNN. 


I rise to a point of order. The 


House cannot judge of what was the intention of 


the gentleman from Ohio. The fact was that the 
gentieman from Ohio took his seat, and the floor 
was assigned to the gentleman from New York, 
after which the gentleman from Ohio demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then it involves a ques- 
tion of veracity between the gentleman from In- 
diana and myself. I state to the gentleman and 
to the Hiouse that I did call the previous question 
before taking my seat. 

Several Members. 

Mr. DUNN. 


order. 


You did. 

| insist upon my question of 
As I understand it, the gentleman from 
Ohio did not call the previous question until after 


| the floor had been assigned to the gentleman from 


| New York. 


[Cries all over the Hall of ‘* Yes, he did.’’] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 


, the gentleman from Ohio took his seat, and that 


the floor was 
New York. 


signed to the gentleman from 
The Chair did not understand the 


, gentleman from Ohio to call for the previous 


question until the gentleman from New York had 
If, however, the gentle- 

} 
question while he held possession of the floor, 
the Chair will state the question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. certainly did call the 
previous question while I held possession of the 
floor; but I will withdraw the call in favor of my 
friend from Indiana, if he will renew it. 

Mr. DUNN. The floor was assigned to the 
gcentleman from New York. It is in his favor 


| that I made my point of order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will, under the 


| circumstances, consider the floor to be in posses- 


sion of the gentleman from New York, if the call 
for the previous question is withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is it in the power 
of a member to withdraw the call for the previous 
question, and then yield the floor to any partic- 
ular member ? 

The SPEAKER. [tis not. If the gentleman 


from Ohio withdraws the call for the previous 


question, and yields the floor, he yields it alto- 


gether. The gentleman from New York has not 
stated for what purpose he rises. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 understood the gentleman to 
assign the fioor to the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not so 
assien the floor 

Mr. McMULLIN. It is very obvious to my 
mind that we cannot dispose of this matter this 
evening. I move, therefore, that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. HAVEN. I should like very much to 
know how my friend from Virginia obtained the 
floor to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. T rentleman from Vir- 
rinia has not the floor for the purpose of making 
any motion. The Chai: desires to know if the 
gentleman from Ohio withdraws the call for the 
pre vious que stion? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes,s 
the call. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to state, in the first 
instance, before saying anything upon 
lution before us, that when the gentleman from 
Ohio had closed his remarks, | addressed the 
Chair. The Chair recognized me, saying, ** The 
rentleman from New York.’’ The gentleman 
from Ohio then rose, and demanded the previous 
( uestion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to 
state to the House that the gentleman from New 
York has stated the fact corres tly, unless the 
gentleman from Ohio twice demanded the previous 
question. 

Several Mempers. He did demand it twice. 

Mr. HAVEN. I mer ly wish to say that, if 
the previous question is considered as pending 
before the House, of course I can say nothing 
l wished to debate the res | 


r, [ will withdraw 


a 


ution of the senate, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw the demand for the previous question 
unconditionally. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I object to its withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER. It is not the right of the 
gentleman from Virginia to object. ‘The gentl 
man from Ohio has the right to withdraw the call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Vell, sir, as the Chair 
has settled ther ithts of other oe ntleme nD, I should 
like to have my rights attended to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will state for what. purpose he rises. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise for the purpose of 
saying that, some minutes since, | propoun led 

stion to the Chair, whether this matter in 
its present condition would come up as th 
finished business in the morning. The Chair 
responded in the affirmative. I then mow d that 
the House adjourn; and the Chair thereupon 
assigned the f\ vor to the gentleman from New 


the qu 


York. I wish to know how I was disfranchised, 

and the floor assigned to another gentleman? 
The SPEAKER. Th entleman from Vir- 

ginia rose, while a question was being put to the 


House, after the affirmative ai d 1 ative had 

voted, but before the Chair had announced the 

vote, and propound d the que tion he has stated 
. r 


to which the Chair responded. The gentleman 
from Virginia then moved thatthe House adjourn, 
which motion was not in order, the prior vote 


not having been announced. 

Mr. ALLISON. I askthe consent of the gen- 
tleman from New York to enable me to offer an 
amendment to strike out the 2d of September, and 
to insert the 26th of August. 

Mr. HAVEN. I am in favor of the reso!u- 
tion as it came from the Senate, which provid 
that we shall adjourn on the 11th of August. |! 
am not particuiar whether a few days before ora 
few days after that day is fixed upon, but I am 
opposed to spinning outand ext nding this sessi 
into the month of September. I concede the su 
perior knowledge of my friend, the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, as to t! 
business of the House, although I have studied 
it very carefully, and endeavored faithfully to 
keep up with its history during the time we have 
been engaged in the business of the session. 

it is true, as my friend from Ohio has said, that 
the appropriation bills necessary to be passed 
have been the special order of the House for 
some three or four months past: he said four 
months, but I think that is too long. Yet he ap- 
peals to us to give him more time to put those 


; 
‘ 
. 
: 
: 
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bills through, and for that purpose to continue || ined not to do the business—and I speak in no | 
|| unkindly spirit—which in my judgment they | 
'| ought to do—which the peace and quiet, if not the | 
|| integrity, of the whole country require should be | 
|| speedily d 


} 
! 
i 
j 


them as special orders. This is the very objec- 
tion I make. If four months will not suffice to 


pass them when they are special orders, four || 


years would notdo it. The difficulty is not in 
ihe want of time, but of inclination or ability to 
work and do the labor of the House atall. This 
Congress has been running along here for months 
in a very inefficient manner—slipshod, careless, 


and down at the heel—swinging back and forth | 
with a smal] majority—vibrating, as J think, ina | 


most unbusiness-like manner, one way or the 
other, during all that time, with very inconsider- 
able results. And notwithstanding these bills 
have been made the special order during the time 
referred to by the gentleman from Ohio, thereby 
giving them reg advantage, yet here they are 
staring us in the face, and not yet passed through 
this House alone. There is no end to this, sir, 
until we make an end by a final adjournment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman is mis- 
taken; we have passed several of them. 


Mr. HAVEN. I did not mean to deny that. 


I spoke comparatively. Now, the quicker we | 
The gentle- || 


can adjourn with safety the better. 
man has the detailed information on the subject, 
which I have not. Extend the time to Septem- 
ber, as he desires, and when the 25th of August 
comes, my word for it this House will be ex- 
actly, in respect to these bills, in the condition 
that it is now. 

Mr. GAMPBELL. In order to present this 
thing fairly to the House, it is due to me to state 
that the special order could not be taken up and 
considered for the reason that there were ques- 
tions of privilege that took precedence. ‘This is 
the cause of delay of action on the special order. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire the 
gentleman from Ohio, and other members of the 
Committee of Waysand Means, who have more 
to do in conducting the business of the House 
than other members, to understand that I do not 
impute any neglect or blame to them. I know 
the embarrassment the committee has to labor 
under, and I desire to do them no injustice. 
What I think and what I desire to say further 
is, that after the very hot days have set in, and 
our time is being lost and whiled away, as it has 
been, in useless and irrelevant discussion, bear- 
ing in no respect upon any practical business of 


the country, the remedy is not in putting off the || 


day of adjournment, but in fixing an early day, 


and determining to work up to it punctually and | 


think, useless speeches. 


There is something in the suggestion of the 


| Kansas. 


| raised a committee, and sent it out there to inves- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


one. I speak, of course, in regard to | 
Here are her difficulties, in regard to | 
which we have gone to vastexpense. We have | 


| 
| 


| tigate the facts, which have heretofore been in per- | 


petual dispute here. I have not read the report | 
of that committee. I have not yet had time—itis 


now but three days from the press—it is volumin- | 


' ous—1188 pages; but I presume, when it comes 


to be read, it will estop members—it wil silence 


i/them as to what were and what are the actual 


facts in the Territory — what the true condition 
of things is there. Having ascertained the facts, if | 
a proper business spirit could be engendered here— 


if gentlemen who profess so much sympathy and 
| anxiety for Kansas desired it should have a prac- 


tical result, or would even allow it, we could take 


| up that question and dispose of it in a day, or in 


two daysat most. We could dispose of it with a 
knowledge of the facts, and not act as the House 
did two weeks ago, when the revolutionary—the 


| squatter sovereignty Topeka convention bill was 


forced through here without the evidence from 
the committee—without a word of ascertained 
facts, more than we had when we sent out the 


1 . r ~* . | 
| committee to Kansas. Sir, there was a purpose in | 

. } 
that hot haste then, just as the other House was | 


passing a different bill. There was a desire to 


make the other House an offer before they made | 


one to us, and then shuffle off the subject here 
for the session, give ita wide berth as to legis- 
lation, but take it on board and husband it in its 
political aspects for service in the campaign. I 
am satisfied of the fact—indeed, I think there is 
no mistaking the evidences—that the majority 
here intend there shall be no final disposition of 


| the Kansas question during this session. 


Qn the one hand, the House has forced through 


| a bill by a lean majority that all know the Senate 
| will not accept; and the Senate has acted a very 


similar part towards the Hlouse. Each side seems 
to think that, with a good-sounding offer, the 


| country will justify it for having made the offer, 
and not justify, but condemn, the other for reject- | 


ing it; whilst the ultimate result—and I believe 


| design—is to leave Kansas in her present terribly 
distracted condition and sufferings until after the | 


fall elections. Each side intends to go to the 


| people on the offer it has made, but which it knew 
promptly, and cease these irrelevant, and, as [ || 


would not be accepted by the other. That is 


| what is very clear to my mind, and what the 


entleman from Ohio about privileged questions || 


ike the contested election cases—cases which 
have been disposed of during the past two weeks. 
They have, during most of that period, occupied 
the greater part of the time of the House, I admit; 


but it is equally true, if we had been governed by | 


a due sense of self-respect, and of the importance 
of the time of the House, that those privileged 
questions ought to have been, and would have | 
been, settled Tong ago. The question of privilege 
arising out of the assault on aSenator byamember 
of this House was debated for nearly two weeks, 
when the whole matter should have been settled | 
in two days, and, | think, witha better effect upon 
the public mind. ‘These election cases are of the 
same class as it regards privilege; and I regret 
that my friend from Ohio fMr. W 

call for the previous question this morning when 
the contested case from Nebraska was up. Men 
ean talk forever on these cases, if we will obli- 
gingly yield to them. I can talk myself on the 


House will listen to me. [Laughter.] 
Why, sir, gentlemen will talk to anything, if 
_ will give them your good-natured attention. 


fany men here seem to wish matters to drag || 


along, and they say, ‘‘ Don’t call for the previous 

uestion,”” * bon *t take the vote.”’ Bontiane | 
this everlasting talk, refuse to settle the matter | 
by vote when the facts have been ascertained, 
and the legitimate discussion has terminated, and 
in that way we may spin out this session until 
the next one begins, and even then the business 
of the country will be in as bad a plight, and no | 
nearer finished, than it is now. 


Mr.S 
dences about me, and in various parliamentary | 


ATSON] did not | 


country will soon see, is the intention and the | 


drift of the majority here. I deeply regret it; but | 
it being so the sooner we adjourn the better. 


of adjournment an expression of the sense of the 


House that something should be done on poor | 
| Kansas’s account before the adjournment. 


| thought anything could or would be done here in 


| that way that the Senate would pass, !,too, would | 


for bearing upon the subject. 


| talking we have done before. 


go for a restriction upon the resolution; but the 
truth of the matter is, the majority here have 


determined to do no such thing. The present | 


decree here is, that no relief is to be extended to 
suffering Kansas this session. We have talked 
about Kansas and her wrongs until the whole 
country has become excited, and that before we 
have a word of the proofs which we have sent 
We have talked 
wisely and heatedly, without any knowledge of 
the facts; but the moment we get the facts—the 


; | moment our committee report, we let the subject 
matter under consideration almost an hour, if the || 


rest—we drop it, and repose ourselves on the 
We declare we 


| have made the Senate an offer, (which, it is well 
| known, it will not accept,) and we will stand 


upon that, and go to the country for the spoils, 
and the offices, and let Kansas bleed. 

Mr. Speaker, seeing and feeling nothing effect- 
ive is to be done for Kansas, although I would 


| stay as lorgas he who would stay longest to extend 
| relief to the actual settlers there, if the gentleman 
| from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of 


Ways and Means, really thinks he will be unable 
to carry through in the time specified the busi- 


; _ || ness particularly confided to his care—I refer to 
aker, I see, in the unmistakable evi- || 


the appropriation bills—then 1 am for a reason- | 
able extension of the time. My experience, 


maneuverings of late, that members are determ- || however, is, that the appropriation bills are 


1) 
do not blame my friend from Indiana [Mr. Duny] | 
| for attempting to incorporate into the resolution | 


If 1 || 


July 


— 
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——’ 
always passed in the last fortnight of the sess 
whenever that last fortnight is. If we lino» 
| until November, they will be passed in the 
fortnight then, and not until after the day is § 
and known for the adjournment. If the 1};} , 
18th of the month of August is fixed for the a 
| Jones, the appropriation bills will be passed 
|intime. Such is my opinion. From the evidonos, 
| around me, the haste of members to act Without 
information and without proofs, and their digi. 
| clination to act with either, | am convinced that 
very little business besides the appropriation bjjj, 
will be closed up at this session. Therefore, | 
shall vote for the resolution. c 

Mr. GREENWOOD obtained the floor, by: 
yielded to 

Mr. KENNETT. Did I understand the oon. 
tleman from New York to say that he would jy. 
willing to accept the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana—to vote for the adjournment with 
a proviso for the restoration of the Missouri com. 
promise ? 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not know how my friend 
understood me. [ did not know there was any. 
thing about the Missouri compromise in the pro. 

| viso; for I gave no particular attention to its read. 
| ing, and did not then think of addressing the 

House; but I state this, and am ready to stand by 
it: If I believed there was any disposition on the 
part of the majority of this House to act on the 
| subject of Kansas, with a view to bring it toa 
conclusion, and that the Senate would concur, | 
would go for fixing a limitation or qualification 
on the resolution of adjournment, if that would 
accomplish it, of the nature of the one proposed 
| by the gentleman from Indiana. I do not speak 
| at in reference to the Missouri compro- 
|| mise; but | do know and speak this: I believe a 
|| majority of this House would pass a bill with 
that provision in it, but only with a knowledge 
| that the Senate would reject it. At the same 
time I am of the opinion that the Senate would 
in the same way send their bill here. I have 
|| myself prepared a bill which I have no doubt 
|| would pass the Senate, which it seems to me 
|| steers clear of prejudices in the North and in the 
| South. It does justice, I believe, on all hands, 

and secures what moderate and reasonable men 
desire or will be satisfied with. 

It provides, in substance and in brief, for com- 
| missioners to take charge of the whole subject of 
|| an election in Kansas; for an enumeration of the 
‘| inhabitants; for a new apportionment for a new 
|| Legislative Assembly; for a registration of the 
|| voters; for a return and registration and right to 
vote of those who have been driven out, or have 
left on account of the difficulties there; fora 
repeal of the obnoxious laws in regard to the 
| right of speech and discussion there; for holding 
an election in November next for a new Territo- 
rial Legislature, anda Delegate here. It disannuls 
the old or present Legislature, and provides that 
every act passed by it shall be of no force what- 
| ever after the new Legislature shall have been in 
session for ten days, unless the new Legislature 
approve or reénact them; and I have added, 
since it was printed, a provision for discontinuing 
and annulling all indictments for treason or other 
| political offenses, and setting all prisoners for 
|| Such offenses against the alleged laws of the Ter- 

ritory free at once. This is but a very brief 
statement of its leading features. The Territory 
}can then 5° on like other Territories, until she 
1 has enough population to entitle her to a Repre- 
| sentative here, when I provide for her forming 
| & constitution and coming into the Union as 4 
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State. This would be regular and in order; and 
no rational man here, or elsewhere, can doubt 
what her institutions would be under such a state 
of things. 

But [ have no idea this House will, or intend 
to, take up this or any similar measure which 
would stand a reasonable chance to pass both 
Houses, and receive the executive approval. It 
will only take up and pass some extreme meas 
ure which it is known will never become a la¥ 
for want of consent from the other branch of Con- 
gress. I say this,imputing no personal disrespect 
to any gentleman here. Tam speaking of their 
politics. Iam looking at things as they preset! 
themselves in their political aspects here—#0 
such are the evidences I see about me. They #7 
in hot haste to vote before they get the evidences 
and they are ready to drop the subject the 
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moment they get the necessary information to act | —the time fixed by the resolution for the adjourn- | 
Am I not justified in saying, that upto | 


upon It. 3 7 ze ° 
|. day such is the evidence of the disposition of 


a majority of this House in regard to Kansas? 
“Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
an from Arkansas permit me to say a word? 
mt, GREENWOOD. For one word. 
Mr. CAM PBELL. I desire to understand 


th 
thi 





THE CONG 


whether my friend from New York [Mr. Haven] | 


regards the restoration of the Missouri compro- 
muse as an extreme measure? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentlemen are get- 
ting into polities. . 

Mr. HAVEN. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I object to the 
discussion. [Cries of ** No!”? “ Not”’} 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to answer the 


ventieman from Ohio, if allowed to do so. 


~The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot do | 


so unless by the unanimous consent of the House. 

-Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I object. 

Mr. HAVEN. Cannot I do so if objection is 
made? 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 
objection. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
desire to hear the answer. 
what I believe to be true, and what I believe the 
country will find will turn out to be true, is this— 
whether it is an extreme measure or not, itisa 


It can be done only by 


I withdraw my 


I knew that gentleman would | 
What I did say,and | 


| tion. 


measure which will never go through the present | 
Senate, for the present Senate set the country in | 


a blaze to repeal it. The majority of the House, I 


think, know it will never go through the Senate; | 
and they know, that to pass a bill with that pro- | 


vision in it here would be making the Senate an | 


offer which they know it will most certainly re- 
ject, and Kansas, as I said, be left to bleed. 

‘ Mr. MEACHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. It is that a gentleman has no right to rise 
and address the House, and during his whole 


speech impugn the motives of other members of | 


the House, as the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Haven] has done. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order comes 
too late. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I had nothing to do, 
sir, with the question of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Vermont. I understood, however, 


the gentleman from New York especially tu dis- | 
claim any intention to impute any improper mo- | 


tive in regard to any gentleman’s vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from New York as making 
any imputation upon the motive of any gentle- 
man. 

Mr. HAVEN. I disclaimed in the beginning 


any intention of impugning the motives of any 
entleman. 


Geasnaan knows it. 
Mr. GREEN WOOD. 


I regret to see so much | 


excitement in the House simply upon a proposi- | 
tion to fix a day of adjournment. Gentlemen 


who have charge of important bills have detailed 
their condition, and I shall not attempt to do so. 


But gentlemen who have observed the course of || 


business in this House during preceding sessions | 


are fully aware, as the gentleman from New York 


has said, that until pe do fix a day for adjourn- 


ment, it is impossible for the House to come 
seriously to the consideration of appropriation 
bills. IT am aware, sir, of the responsibility 
which the gentleman from Ohio feels resting upon 
his shoulders, as chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. Iam aware of the import- 
ance of his position, and I know he feels the 
importance of it; but the experience of that gen- 
tleman in this House will tell him that it is im- 


possible, until almost the very last days of the | 


Session, to get the attention of the House to those 
bills. My experience has been, that if we fix the 
day of adjournment at such a day as will notallow 
time sufficient for the transaction of the neces- 
sary business of the House, we shall not fail to 
get more time from the Senate than is allowed by 
the resolution fixing the day of adjournment. The 

nate have never failed, when the time fixed was 
about exhausted, to allow twoor three more days 
whenever they have been asked to do so. I im- 
agine that will be the case now. 


am of opinion that three weeks from this day 


| gentleman. 


| those who differ with me. 


| tain the House more than a few minutes. 


ment—1s sufficient for all practical purposes. We 
have to-day agreed to meet hereafter at eleven 
o’clock until otherwise ordered: and if we adopt 
the resolution of the Senate fixing the adjourn- 
ment on the 11th of August, I am willing to vote 
for a resolution fixing the daily hour of meeting 
at ten o’clock, and to sit here as longas any other 
But, sir, in order to meet the views 
of every gentleman—although, as I have said, I 
am in favor of the Senate resolution—I desire to 
offer an amendment such as will accommodate 
Would it be in order 
for me now to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I propose, then, to 
amend by inserting ‘* the 18th day of August,”’ 
in lieu of the ‘* 2d day of September.’’ That will 
be four weeks from to-day; and in putting this 
question, I presume the question will be taken on 
the longest time first, and then on the shorter 
time. The three days—the 2d of September, 18th 
of August, and 11th of August—will be sufficient 

5 enable every gentlemen to choose such a time 
as will suit him. I move the previous ques- 


Mr. GIDDINGS. May I ask the gentleman 


| from Arkansas to withdraw his demand for the | 
I will renew it. | 


revious question a moment? 
Cries of ** No!” ** No!” 
Mr. GREENWOOD. 
teous. I scarcely ever call the previous question 
atall. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ae 
desires to say a word or two to the House, anc 
if the gentleman from Ohio will renew the de- 
mand, or yield the floor to the gentleman from 


Indiana, who will do it, I will withdraw the de- | 


mand. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. It is not my purpose to de- 


I will 
say here very frankly that if we were to restore 
the former practice of meeting at ten o’clock and 


adjourning at six o’clock, we might as well bring || 


the session to a close in two weeks hence, as in 
twomonths. Formerly, when we approached the 
close of a session, we met atten o’clock; had a 
recess for an hour and a half, and usually sat till 
six or seven. That was, however, whute old 
men held seats here, and not young men who are 
incapable of action. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to these men 
who are now young, that when they are tired 


they may go home and leave us old fellows to go | 


on with the business. For my part, 1 am ready 
to sit here eight hours a day till we close the 


| business, and close it handsomely. We can close 

it, then, as well in two weeks as we can in two | 
There was to-day, at four o’clock, a | 
motion to adjourn, and we usually adjourn before | 
|| that time. 
I never do that,and my friend from || 


months. 


This practice was not known in 
former times. Let me say here, sir, that the 
committees have all disposed of their business. 
Comparatively little is to be done, except in the 
House. There may be some business before the 


t dislike to be discour- | 
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House, but all the committees are now compara- | 


|| tively free trom business. 


If, then, we meet at ten o’clock, we can, if gen- 
tlemen please, have a recess foran hour or so, and 
can then sit here eight hours a day just as well 


|| as we can four hours. 





| 





Mr. ALLISON. How did members dine in 
those days? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman wants to 
know how we usually dined. I would tell him 
if I thought it was any use, and I would advise 
him to pattern after us. [Laughter.} But, Mr. 
Speaker, I am not aware that the hour of dining 
is a question for gentlemen sent here to do the 
business of the country. Sir, the business of the 
country shall not be neglected for my dining; for 
I shall remain here, even though the young men 
from Pennsylvania go home to dinner. We are 
either in earnest about doing business, or we are 
not. We ought to sit here at least till six o’clock; 
and if I could bring about a vote for that purpose, 
I would have a rule declaring it out of order to 
move to adjourn before six o’clock. ‘ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from Ohio when it was the cus- 
tom of the House of Representatives to meet at 
ten, and sit till six o’clock? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. In 1840, 1842, and 1844. 

Mr. JONES. It was not so in 1844, to my 
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certain knowledge. The House must have quitted 
it before 1844. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
quitted it in 1544. 
as he came in here. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. JONES. Ido not think it ever was the 
custom, only for a few days at the close of the 
session. ; F 

Mr. GIDDINGS. We can dispose of every 
bill on the table—of the appropriation bills, and 
of the bills to which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Haven] refers, in referenee to Kan- 
sas—in two or three weeks, just as well as if we 
sat here for as many months. And now, I say, 
let us meet here at a proper hour, and sit tilla 
proper hour; and let the whole country know 
who it is that moves an adjournment before that 
time, and who will not come up and do the busi- 
ness. 

One word, now, in reply to my friend from Buf- 
falo—I mean from New York, (Mr. Haven.) He 
undertakes to tell us what will be done, while, in 
the very same breath, he tells us how we have act- 
ed before we had any evidence on which to predi- 
cate our action; and how, when we had the 
evidence, we neglected to act. Now, I would 
judge the gentleman by his own rule. He says 
we ought to do—what? We ought not to do 
that which is right, or undo that which is wrong, 
unul we see whether the Senate will coéperate 
with us. I want the gentleman to tell me whether 
he acts in conformity with right, or in confor- 
mity with the Senate ? 

Mr. HAVEN. I could answer the gentleman 
from Ohio in the same vein; but I rather think 
that he himself believes that I have always en- 
deavored to do right. I act exactly as | believe 
to be right; and when I cannot get other men to 
go up to what I believe to be right—to do all that 
I think to be right—I will abate a little, rather 
than that my fellow-citizens in Kansas should 
bleed while I go to the country on an offer in 
which I am not sincere. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I regret that the gentleman 
and myself have been separated so much as we 
have been during the present session. | regret 


My friend says the House 
If so, it was when such men 


| that the gentleman has been waiting all the ses- 


sion to find out what was right, and what wrong. 
I believe that during the election of Speaker, he 
did not know exactly where he was. Logeey yeni? 
He did not know whether this side was right ant 
the other side wrong; but he wanted to stay 
somewhere half way between both. He now gets 
into a different position. .He is not certain 
whether the House ought to do a certain some- 
thing, which the Senate will not do. Instead of 


|asking himself, ‘‘Is it right? is it just? is it 


tae he sets up before himself and us the 
yugbear of the Senate. I do not care what the 
Senate will do. I will do what I believe to be 


| right, although the heavens should fall; and if the 


Senate do not agree to what the House deems to 
be right, the responsibility rests with the Senate, 
not the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would ask the gentleman if 
he is willing to adjourn, and leave the bill to 
admit Kansas@s a tree State, which passed the 
House, and was sent to the Senate, where it 
stands? 


Mr. GIDDINGS. 


I will do what IT think 


| right; and if a right bill comes, I will vote for it, 


and if wrong, I will vote against it. I will not 
hesitate because I think there may be a majority 
against me, but will vote steadily in the way 


| which I think proper and right. 


Mr. HAVEN. Then the gentleman and I 
will vote to take up that biil. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I cannot agree to go with 


| the gentleman until he pledges himself not to 


look to the Senate, like the sinner, who looks 
over the shoulder, to see if the devil is not 
behind him. [{Laughter.] But let him come up 
and do that which is right and. proper. 

I wish to say now, that I desire the gentleman 
from Arkansas {Mr. Greenwoop} to withdraw 


| his proposed amendment to the amendment. 
| Let us vote for the adjournment in three weeks. 
| For my part, I woul 
| if 1 had the control of business myself. 


vote for it in two weeks, 
But so 
long as I see gentlemen in favor of three wegks, 
I wish that gentleman to let it stand at three 
weeks. 1 want to know, distinctly, whether I 
understood the gentleman from Arkansas to put 
me under a pledge to call the previous question? 
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Mr. GREENWOOD. I did, sir; but as the 
entleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] promises, 
if he can get the floor, to renew the call, I will 
relieve the gentleman from Ohio of the responsi- 
bility. FES LG 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I resign it into the 
hands of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DUNN then submitted some remarks, 
which are withheld, at his request, for revision. 
He concluded by renewing the demand for the 
previous question. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. When the gentleman from New 
York was in possession of the floor, he yielded 
to me to submit an amendment, that instead of 
the 2d of September, the adjournment shall take 
place on the 26th of August. 1 thought my mo- 
tion was entered and pending before the House, 
but it seems that itis not. On inquiry of the 
Clerk, I find the amendment is not entered. The 
Speaker recognized me, and | moved the amend- 
ment. It was received, so far as 1 could know, 
and I submit whether it is not before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman to submit an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I moved it ina distinct voice. 
Gentlemen around me are aware of the fact. | 
thought the amendment was entered on the 
Journal. It was in that belief that I took my 
seat. ‘There was no objection made to my amend- 
ment at the time. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman rose, 
the gentleman from New York was entitled to 
the floor. The Chair did not understand that 
the gentleman wished to move an amendment; 
and no amendment was received or stated to the 
House. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the House adjourns 
will not this question come up to-morrow? 

TheSPEAKER. The House having suspended 
the rules for the introduction of the resoiution, 
it will retain its place before the House until dis- 
oo8ed of. 

Mr. LEITER. 
ject on the table. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

he question was taken; and the motion to 
adjourn was disagreed to. 

The question recurring on Mr. Leirer’s mo- 
tion, it was taken, and rejected. 

Mr. McQUEEN moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL moved that the House 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was disagreed to. 

The question now being on the amendment 
pro ~ by Mr. Greenwoop to the amendment 
of Mr. CampsBeu., of Ohio, viz., to strike out 
**2d of September,’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
*© 18th of August,’’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMULLIN moved thatthe House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL demanded tellers on the 
motion. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McMu.uw, 
and Davis of Massachusetts, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 71, noes 60. 

Mr. MATTESON called for the yeasand nays, 
and demanded tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

So the motion was avreed to; and thereupon 
(at five o’clock and ten minutes) the House ad- 
journed uatil to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


I move to lay the whole sub- 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, July 22, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Nr. DODGE presented three petitions of citi- 
izens of Wisconsin, praying for a grant of public 
lands to aid in the construction of the Milwaukee, 
Horicon, and Lake Superior railroad; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lauds. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


tl 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of || 
Jacob Moonhouse, chief of the Munsee tribe of 
Indians, in the Territory of Kansas, praying that || 
the arrearazes of the annuities due those Indians | 
may be paid, and that provision may be made by 
law for the annual payment of the said annuities; || 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of lowa, praying for an extension | 
of the western boundary line of the State of lowa 
to the Missouri river; and that the Indian title to 
the lands embraced by such extension may be 
extineuished: which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Vir. BRIGHT presented the petition of John 
W. Salyer, a soldier in the war of 1812, praying 
to be allowed a pension for an injury received in || 
the service; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY. I present a petition of cit- 
izens of the city of Jacksonville, Florida, pray- 


ing for an appropriation for removing obstruc- || 


tions in the channel between the St. John’s and 
Nassau rivers, in that State, caused by the wreck 
ofa United States mail steamertherem. Thisis 
a very important matter; and while Congress is | 
appropriating money for improvements of this 


character, | know of none in my section of the || 
I move that the petition || 


be referred to the Committee on Commerce, and || 89) for continuing the improvement of the harbo; 


country more worthy. 


{ hope they will give it favorable considera- | 
tion. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Agricul- | 
ture, Who were instructed by a resolution of the | 


Sanate j ire 7 L« ew natin P alesna }| S 7 
Senate to inquire into the expediency of making || yecard to the guano islands was laid over until 
an appropriation for the importation of seed sugar |} ’ 


cane for gratuitous distribution to the sugar plant- | 
ers of the United States, submitted a report; which 
was ordered to be printed. 
Mr, BELL, of ‘Tennes: ee. 
on Naval Afiairs, to whom was referred the | 
memorial of Washington A, Bartlett, late a lieu- 
tenant of the Navy of the United States, have | 
directed me to make a report, which I send to the | 
Chair, and move that it be printed. I will state, | 
for the information of gentlemen who may take | 
any particular interest in this subject, that the | 


The Committee | 


papers are somewhat voluminous, and the report |} 
is made up chiefly of an abstractof the substance || 


of the evidence and its application to two or three | 
particular charges. We do not propose to move | 
to print anything but the report, which contains 
the substance of the evidence. We have all the 
minutes of the proceedings of the examination | 
before the committee, and all the other papers in | 


| order, so that they may be printed if the Senate || 


desires it. I propose now simply to have the | 
report printed. 
I'he report was ordered to be printed. 


On motion, of Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was | 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (8. No. 
8) to extend the western boundary of the State of Iowa to 
the Missouri river, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Territories, 


IRON STRUCTURES. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures inquire 
concerning the extent to which iron may be substituted tor 


wood, stone,and brick, in public buildings of the United 
States. 





POST ROUTES IN IOWA. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Waterloo,in Black Hawk 
eounty, to Eldorado, in Hardin county, Lowa. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, 
announcing that the House of Representatives 
had agreed to the resolution of the Senate fixing | 
a day for the adjournment of Congress, with an 
amendment; in which they requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate, 


| country. 
| member of Congress $3,000 for every peoy) 
| session, and for every extra session to allow }; 
| the pay which he now receives, and twenty coy 


|| introduce the bill (S. No. 398) to regulate the com. 





| should be given to the morning business. At 


| and harbor bill. 





| be taken possession of in the name of the United 5 
| with all the necessary formalities, 


July 29 


The amendment of the House substituted , 
18th for the 11th day of August. 
The Senate concurred in the amendm, nt, 


PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESs, 
Mr. BUTLER. 1 ask the unanimous cope, 


of the Senate to introduce a bill; and I wij] , 
ina very few words its purport. I have obs 


ry 


| that protracted per diem sessions are becon 


great evils, and a source of great expense ty ; 
I propose in this bill to allow to e; 


Ag 


a mile for going to and returning from home, 
There being no objection, leave was granted ; 
pensation of members of Congress; which y 
read the first time. 
Mr. COLLAMER. Let it be read throug) 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be regg 


|| the second time if there be no objection. 


The bill was read a second time. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
announced the passage by that body of a bil (q. 


| R. No. 472) for the relief of Louis Hembert, 


ORDER OF BUSINDSS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfp. 
ished business of yesterday is the bill (S, No, 


at Racine, Wisconsin. 


Mr. HUNTER. That does not come up in 


| the morning hour. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the un. 
finished business of yesterday, and if there be no 
other business it will be taken up. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understood that the bill ip 


the morning hour of to-day. 
Mr. SEWARD. My intention was to have 


| that bill considered this morning; but the honor. 
| able Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] the 
|| colleague of the gentleman on the floor, gave no- 
| tice yesterday that the bill concerning the protee- 


tion of the guano islands would be brought up 


| this morning; and I suppose he will be here ing 


moment. We are waiting for him. ‘There ise 


| understanding between him and myself that thet 


bill shall have precedence, and then I shall cal! 
up the others. I prefer to go on with the interne 
improvement bills until he comes in. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the morning hour 

‘ 

one o’clock we propose to dispose of the Sou 
dues question, and then we can take up the river 
I think that was the arrange 
ment yesterday. 

Mr. SEWARD. We were not to take up the 
Sound dues question, but the guano islands bil! 


Mr. HUNTER. I supposed that we were 


| take up the Sound dues first. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Why not go on with the 


| guano bill now ? 


Mr. SEWARD. 


We are waiting for the 


| chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 


Mr. CLAYTON. But if no opposition be mate 


|| we may go through with the bill at once. 


Mr. HUNTER. I think we had better take 


| it up. 


Mr. CLAYTON. 


jection to it. 
DISCOVERERS OF GUANO ISLANDS. 
Mr. HUNTER. I move to take up the bil 
(S. No. 339) to authorize protection to be give 
to citizens of the United States who may discover 
deposits of guano. 
he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 3 


I do not anticipate any 0)- 


| in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to cot: 


sider the bill, which had been reported from ts 
Committee on Foreign Relations, with an ament- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting claus, 
and insert the following: 


That, whenever the President of the United States shal! 
have received satisfactory information that any cilizet 
or citizens of the United States have discovered a depo 
of guano on any island, or other territory, not within ( 
lawful jurisdiction of any other Government, the said isi 
or territory may, at the diseretion of the President of W* 
United States, be considered as appertaining to the United 
States for the use and behoof of the discoverer or disco’ 
erers, and his or their assigns, and may, at like dise? 


wise Shae 





